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“Vista de Panzacola y se Baia. Tomada por los Espanoles ano de 1781.”
The original of this fanciful sketch of Pensacola, as it appeared at the time
of the Battle of Pensacola, is in the Biblioteca Nacional, Madrid. The EngIish
and Spanish forces in the background are engaged along the edge of
Pensacola Bay and near Fort George. Santa Rosa Island and Fort Santa
Rosa are depicted in the front lower part of the picture.
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CLAUDE PEPPER AND THE FLORIDA CANAL
CONTROVERSY, 1939-1943
by A LEXANDER R. S TOESEN *

T

a waterway across Florida from the Atlantic
Ocean to the Gulf of Mexico long has captured the imagination. In 1595 Spanish cartographers depicted one across the
peninsula, a mistake assumed correct for nearly 200 years. During the British period in Florida, the royal government conducted a survey to determine if such a route existed, and in
1788 the United States army produced a sketch map of the
area, although by that time it was clear no watercourse existed.
Later, Thomas Jefferson’s administration exhibited the first
high-level American interest in the construction of a waterway— an interest which has continued to the present. Four surveys were completed in the nineteenth century, including one
in 1832 while Florida was still a territory. All called for further
information and skirted the issue of actual construction of a
canal. The first twentieth-century study was made in 1913, a
second was completed in 1924— both noncommittal as to construction. But in 1927 another survey was authorized, which has
been described as the beginning of “concrete efforts to complete
the 400-year-old dream.“1 This survey came during the tenure
of Florida Senator Duncan U. Fletcher, a long-time supporter
of the project.
In 1935, $5,000,000 in federal relief money put 6,000 men
to work on what Franklin D. Roosevelt hoped would “become
one of our greatest national achievements.“2 The result was a
year of desultory effort which produced a work camp, 4,000
acres of cleared right-of-way, 13,000,000 cubic feet of earth moved
by primitive methods, and the construction of four concrete
*

HE DREAM OF

Mr. Stoesen is associate professor of history at Guilford College, Greensboro, North Carolina.

1. Charles E. Bennett, “Early History of the Cross-Florida Barge Canal,”
Florida Historical Quarterly, XLV (October 1966), 144.
2. Franklin D. Roosevelt to Duncan U. Fletcher, September 23, 1935,
Franklin D. Roosevelt Library, Hyde Park, New York, PPF 1358.
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bridge piers. But in 1936 the President backed off and informed
Fletcher that after checking the figures, “it was really impossible to go ahead with the canal project . . . under the Work
Relief Act of 1935.” He advised the senator to seek “direct
Congressional action.“4 Fletcher took the advice and secured
senate approval of a $10,000,000 appropriation, but it failed in
the house, June 17, 1936, on the very clay that Fletcher died.5
The start in 1935 was not a serious one by any stretch of
the imagination. The complex and expensive nature of the
project had precluded making it a relief measure. Roosevelt’s
support came partly from his interest in maritime affairs, but
there was also a note of deference to Fletcher. In 1933 the senator, as chairman of the senate banking and currency committee,
had rendered vital services to the New Deal when the financial
structure of the nation was being overhauled. Later Roosevelt
wrote Harry Hopkins saying that if the public works bill of
1936 did not include the canal, workers on the site should be
given “permanent, useful work” elsewhere.6 The President’s
caution, despite his apparent belief in the need for a canal,
seemed to indicate that he knew it could become a political
liability.
Fletcher had died at the age of seventy-seven, only six weeks
after the death of Park Trammell, Florida’s other senator. In
the political maneuvering that followed, Claude D. Pepper,
then a young Tallahassee attorney who had been defeated by
Trammell in 1934, emerged unopposed for Fletcher’s seat. The
other seat was won by Charles O. Andrews of Orlando, thus
preserving the tradition of having one senator from the northern
part of the state and the other from the southern.7
The canal had been a muted issue during the primaries and
general election of 1936, and Pepper was “clean” on one of the
most potentially dangerous issues in the state. One analysis held
that Andrews won by coming out for it at the last minute, while
Benjamin F. Rogers, “The Florida Ship Canal Project,” Florida Historical Quarterly, XXXVI (July 1957), 19.
4. Roosevelt to Fletcher, February 24, 1936, Franklin D. Roosevelt Library,
PPF, 1358.
5. Rogers, “Florida Ship Canal Project,” 19.
6. Roosevelt to Harry Hopkins, March 19, 1936, Franklin D. Roosevelt
Library, OF 635.
7. Alexander R. Stoesen, “The Senatorial Career of Claude D. Pepper”
(Ph.D. dissertation, University of North Carolina, 1965), 28-54.
3.
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another explained that Pepper’s potential opposition was
squelched by Jacksonville canal supporters and thus he was
able to come into office without having to take a stand.8 This
was vital to his political future since he would have to run
again in 1938. The state was divided. People in counties through
which the canal would pass favored it, thinking construction
would put money into depression-empty pockets. But residents
of south Florida, fearful of the damage it might do to their
water supply, fought it.
In the fall of 1936 the canal emerged from its grave, and
the controversy began anew when the army engineers reported
on November 1 that construction was feasible at a cost of $163,000,000.9 Senator Arthur H. Vandenberg of Michigan claimed
the engineers’report was “full of holes,” and he denounced the
project as being not only illogical but an “indefensible expenditure of public money.” As a senator who had fought it earlier
in the name of government economy, Vandenberg would continue to make this the chief issue in his battle against the
canal. In December, he vacationed in south Florida and found
10
the people “up in arms” against the “menace of the canal.“
Pepper took high umbrage at Vandenberg’s remark and assured
him that he could leave to Florida’s senators “any questions
regarding the internal interests” of Florida.11
During 1937 Pepper remained silent on the canal even though
the engineers reaffirmed its feasibility at a higher price— $190,000,000, and the house rivers and harbors committee reported
12
a canal bill favorably. The bill did not receive consideration
in the senate, which fitted Pepper’s political needs. The Democratic primary the next year pitted Pepper against four opponents, including popular Miami Congressman Mark Wilcox and former Governor David Sholtz. Victory required Pepper to walk a political tight rope on the canal issue. In January
Pepper mentioned in Ocala, a canal town, that he favored
construction, a remark which the Miami Herald took to be a
“swat at the people of this end of the state” by a man who had
8. Orlando Sentinel, February 1, 1938.
9. House Documents, 75 Cong., 1st sess., No. 194, 149.
10. Miami Tribune, December 22, 1936.
11. Ocala Star, December 28, 1936.
12. House Document 194, 4; Congressional Record, 75 Cong., 1st sess., 5464.
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“cast his lot definitely with north Florida interests.“13 The
Tampa Tribune said, to its “regret,” that the young senator
had “sung his swan song in South Florida.“14 But by midApril, Pepper had so skillfully avoided an outright commitment that a Fort Myers editor concluded: “It isn’t an issue.“15
The Herald, realizing an imminent Pepper victory, cautioned
that it would be a “sad day for Florida if New Dealism should
go down as the political movement that ruined the peninsula.“16
The 1938 primary proved to be Pepper’s most brilliant political
campaign; he defeated all four contenders without a run-off.
Although the canal had been avoided during the campaign,
Pepper was committed to it in his own mind. He believed it
had commercial and defense value, and relative to maritime
dimensions of the day, it was not beyond reason. Yet equally
important was the benefit he knew it would bring to the people
of Florida and the added prestige that would accrue to him if
he succeeded in obtaining it. The possibility of winning a
$200,000,000 project was something that could not be passed
over lightly, no matter how much the interests in one section
of the state might oppose it. Almost from his arrival in Washington he had worked with Henry H. Buckman, engineering
counsel to the Florida Ship Canal Authority, a semi-official body
formed in 1933 to push the proposal. In the summer of 1938
Buckman pointed out that Senator Royal S. Copeland of New
York, chairman of the commerce committee, and a “bitter, determined, and effective opponent” of the canal, had died, and
“the attitude of the succeeding chairman” would be of “primary
interest to the canal.” Among Copeland’s possible successors
were Senators Morris Sheppard of Texas, Josiah Bailey of North
Carolina, and Bennett Clark of Missouri. Bailey was considered
the most likely to become chairman, and Pepper was advised to
“begin at once the cultivation of Senator Bailey’s friendship
for the canal.“17
13. Miami Herald, January 26, 1938.
14. Tampa Tribune, January 29, 1938.
15. Fort Myers News-Press, April 15, 1938.
16. Miami Herald, May 9, 1938.
17. Henry H. Buckman to Pepper, June 21, 1938, Claude Pepper Papers,
Federal Records Center, Suitland, Maryland. Hereinafter referred to as
Pepper Papers; with the exception of the item cited in footnote 68, all
references are to the Pepper Papers located here.
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Fundamental differences existed between Bailey and Pepper
that were destined to boil over into open animosity as the 1939
session wore on. If the liberal and ardently pro-New Deal Pepper had an opposite number among southern Democrats in the
senate, it was Josiah Bailey. The senator from North Carolina
was one of the originators of the famous “Conservative Manifesto” of 1937, a New Dealer strictly on his own terms, and,
according to James T. Patterson in his study of congressional
conservatives of the New Deal era, the seventh most conservative Democrat in the senate .18 When Bailey became chairman
of the commerce committee in January 1939, there was little
Pepper could do to influence him, much less gain his friendship. Despite the appointment of Lister Hill of Alabama and
James M. Mead of New York to the committee, both of whom
were sympathetic to the canal proposal, the real problem was
the conservatives’economy-in-government forces led by Vandenberg and aided by Bailey who held the reins of power in the
committee. 19
The 1939 session became the battleground for the ship canal.
Even before a bill was introduced in the senate, Vandenberg
attempted to create obstacles by calling for expert opinion on
the canal’s possible effect on the south Florida water supply and
its practical value to shipping interests.20 Pepper complained bitterly that this was interference in the affairs of his state, but
21
the resolutions were approved. Vandenberg justified his action
by remarking that he had an interest of at least $10,000,000 in
the project— his estimate of Michigan’s share of the cost.22 Thus
the congressional conservatives turned the canal issue into a
clear-cut fight over federal spending and, in particular, over relief projects. They did not need the ecology arguments that had
already begun to appear.
Pepper had no cause for alarm; the reports called for by
Vandenburg were highly favorable. The Bureau of Foreign and
18. John Robert Moore, “Senator Josiah W. Bailey and the Conservative
Manifesto of 1937,” Journal of Southern History, XXXI (February 1965),
20, 21; James T. Patterson, Congressional Conservatism and the New
Deal:
The Growth of the Conservative Coalition in Congress, 1933-1939
(Lexington, 1967), 349.
19. Congressional Directory, 76 Cong., 1st sess., 178.
20. U.S. Senate, “Resolutions 63 and 64.” 76 Cong., 1st sess.
21. Congressional Record, 76 Cong., 1st sess., 473.
22. Ibid.
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Domestic Commerce found that, “had it been open to traffic in
1937,” the canal would have created savings of $14,934,000 not
counting “indirect general benefits.”23 The geological survey
explained that construction would not have a generally adverse
effect on the peninsula as some thought it would. Moreover,
a lock canal would avoid water contamination altogether.24
One approach in gaining approval for the canal was to seek
presidential support. Pro-canal forces needed a statement from
Roosevelt affirming its virtues. The President responded to the
request by sending letters in mid-January 1939 to the chairman
of the senate commerce committee and the house rivers and
harbors committee, urging them to give “renewed attention” to
the canal. He observed that it was “justified by military and
commercial needs” and that the government could construct it
over a ten or fifteen year period “using as far as possible relief
labor.“25 The last point was probably a political error. Roosevelt thus had played into the hands of the economy conservatives when he could have left it purely a defense and commerce
measure.
Roosevelt’s letters did not ripple the waters of congress, but
created a wave of response in south Florida. A renewed drive
for the canal was “regarded as a betrayal of their interests by
south Floridians.“26 Individuals, civic groups, and garden clubs
flooded Pepper with letters and petitions expressing alarm over
the prospect of construction and demanded that he stop advocating it. 27 The Miami Herald, the most extreme anti-canal voice
in Florida, went on to say, “The argument that shipping . . .
needs a protected route is slightly more than goofy . . . [and]
the idea that the canal would have any military value is even
goofier. Ships wouldn’t trust it during the hurricane season and
could make better time in good weather going through the
straits of Florida.” Moreover, a sea level canal would require
a cut to a depth of 170 feet, thus destroying the underground
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.

Senate Documents, 76 Cong., 1st sess., No. 35, 3.
Ibid., No. 37, 2, 3.
Roosevelt to Josiah W. Bailey, January 16, 1939, Pepper Papers.
Miami Herald, January 18, 1939.
See for example Carter Bradford (secretary, Winter Park Chamber of
Commerce) to Pepper, January 20, 1939; John L. Morris (general manager, Miami Chamber of Commerce) to Pepper, January 20, 1939; Mrs.
E. E. DeKlyn (corresponding secretary, Miami Beach Garden Club) to
Pepper, January 18, 1939, Pepper Papers.
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28

water supply. Pepper, opposed by both the preservers of the
Florida water supply and the preservers of the national money
supply, refused to turn back. For him, 1939 was the best possible moment to seek canal legislation. To obtain the support
of south Floridians in the next election, he needed to prove both
the maximum time for the canal to be completed and its value
to the entire state.
A canal bill was introduced in the senate on February 1,
by Texas Senator Sheppard. In late March and early April the
commerce committee held six days of hearings on the bill.29
Buckman had urged Pepper to seek quick action in January,
preferably without a hearing, but with the growing power of
the conservatives this was out of the question.30 That the hearings were completed in early April was something of an accomplishment for Pepper, but the speed with which they were
completed could be attributed instead to the desire by conservatives to hurry the proposal through so it could be crushed in
the name of economy. On April 27, the Sheppard bill was reported out of committee and placed on the calendar without
recommendation.31 Pepper claimed that this was a “great step
forward for the project . . . a victory for those supporting the
cause; it demonstrates the strength of sentiment behind it.”32
But the New York Times made the somber comment that no
recommendation meant “in essence the vote would be a test of
Senate sentiment on spending versus economy rather than a
vote on the canal itself.“33
Pepper knew he had to work from several angles. The best
way was to make the canal vital to national defense; another
was to demonstrate savings to the consumer. On May 11, in order to convince his colleagues of the value of the project, he
held a “series of conferences suggestive of classroom lectures”
in the rear of the senate chamber. “On the wall, [and] suspended
from the railings of the galleries was a series of maps showing
the relative commercial and defensive features of the proposed
28. Miami Herald, January 18, 1939.
29. U.S. Senate, Committee on Commerce, Florida Ship Canal, Hearings
on S. 1100, 76 Cong., 1st sess.
30. Buckman to Pepper, November 12, 1938, Pepper Papers.
31. Congressional Record, 76 Cong., 1st sess., 4819.
32. Pepper “Press Release,” April 27, 1939, Pepper Papers.
33. New York Times, May 18, 1939.
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canal, compared with similar works at Panama and Suez.“34
This was an unusual thing for a senator to do, but Pepper got
away with it because he was generally well liked and had ingratiated himself with the leadership.
The most difficult angle was to turn the canal vote into a
party issue. Pepper worked to line up support. In mid-March
he took a delegation of twelve senators headed by Majority
Leader Alben W. Barkley to Florida. At Ocala he hinted that
the Kentuckian might make a good Democratic nominee in
1940. Taking high umbrage at this, the Miami Herald called
Pepper “the high priest of the canal coterie” who had “pontificated at the anointing of the Barkley” for 1940. The Herald
doubted Barkley’s qualifications and denounced him for saying
he was “not only down here to inspect the canal but to build
it. ”35 After the senatorial junket Pepper sought President
Roosevelt’s support for the trouble-ridden house version of the
bill. He did not want to miss the “decisive impetus” the Presi36
dent could give it. But it is probable that any impetus from the
White House would have assured the death of the project,
since congressional conservatism was not limited to the senate.
Roosevelt did nothing.
Pepper’s effort to make the canal a party issue was designed
to divide the conservatives, who had turned the 1939 session
into the “Zenith of Coalition.“37 In this, Vandenberg’s opposition and his dabbling in the affairs of the South could be helpful. The Washington correspondent of the anti-canal Miami
Herald was impressed by Pepper’s energy and drive:
Seldom does a Senator work as Pepper has done for the canal.
There was no statesmanlike reserve about him as he dug in
from the White House down to put over this development.
He pulled every string he could. There was something refreshing about the way Pepper battled. It reminds one of
Old Bob LaFollette and the way he fought for everything
he could lay his hands on . . . . The energetic Florida Senator would make no predictions about the canal vote in the
Senate. He had a check on every colleague. All he said was
“I hope.“38
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.

Ibid., May 12, 1939.
Miami Herald, March 14, 1939.
Pepper to Roosevelt, March 17, 1939, Pepper Papers.
Patterson, Congressional Conservatism and the New Deal, 288-324.
See Radford Mobley’s column, Miami Herald, May 14, 1939.
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But in the end hope was not enough. The Florida ship canal
was a project on which few senators were willing to compromise
their opinions, since it was seen as a spending program. As
most senators “had made up their minds on the canal project”
there was little Pepper could do to sway them.39
On May 12, Senator Sheppard led off debate with a threehour speech that covered every possible aspect of the proposal.
He concluded: “It is my belief that no project has ever come
before Congress more thoroughly considered by expert and official reviewing authority, more logically justified or more replete with benefit to the American people.“40 Several days later,
Senator Vandenberg got to the heart of the matter, the cost
of the canal. The point at issue was not the canal itself, but
economy. Vandenberg said it was his “prayerful hope that the
tax resources of seventy-five per cent of the American people
will not be dissipated by the Senate of the United States” in
this manner.41 He had another source of enormous leverage
although never stated, which was that $200,000,000 was more
than most senators, liberal or conservative, Democrat or Republican, northern or southern, were willing to authorize for a
single project in any state. It was reported that “at no time
in current memory has the Senate undertaken consideration of
a costlier measure involved in a shorter bill.“42
Pepper, who must have been aware of this trend of sentiment, spoke only briefly. A great admirer of Senator Fletcher,
he gave him tribute and referred to the canal as “the great
dream that throbbed” in his predecessor’s breast. Pepper made
a series of broad concessions on the means of financing the project, aimed at making it self-amortizing through the collection
of tolls, and he concluded by appealing to the “fair-mindedness . . . sound judgment . . . good sense . . . and patriotism”
of his colleagues.43
When the vote was taken before filled galleries on May 17,
Pepper was defeated. This was his first effort to obtain a major
piece of legislation, and he had thought it had a chance; defeat
was a bitter disappointment. The bill lost by a forty-six to
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.

New York Times, May 17, 1939.
Congressional Record, 76 Cong., 1st sess., 5502.
Ibid., 5586.
New York Times, May 17, 1939.
Congessional Record, 76 Cong., 1st sess., 5606.
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thirty-six vote, and Pepper’s effort to turn it into a party issue
had failed. Of those voting “nay” twenty-three were Democrats,
seventeen of whom were considered conservatives.44 Pepper had
managed to wean only three conservative Democrats from the
coalition, and two, Tom Connally of Texas and Richard Russell of Georgia, were from states which would benefit from the
canal. If the seven paired were added to the thirty-six “ayes”
on the roll call the total would have been forty-three, only three
short of the forty-six Pepper had claimed earlier. But no amount
of figuring could change the margin of defeat. Pepper told a
Miami Beach constituent that he had “always been at a loss
to understand the bitterness with which you and certain others
. . . have approached this subject.” He said that his “course” in
public life would continue to be to use his “best judgment” to
work for “those things which I believe to be for the best interest
of our State and Country.“45
In a sense it was a classic example of the conservatives at
work. In the long list of roll call votes on New Deal proposals,
the bills always had included items that made conservatives as
well as liberals jump from one side to the other, but this was
a significant test of economy sentiment “freed of the usual considerations in legislation involving group interest.“46 It generally was viewed as a strong victory for opponents of the administration and a “feather in the hat of Vandenberg.“47 in
examining the significant roll call votes of 1937, 1938, and 1939,
the ship canal vote offers a distinct roster of the so-called coalition. It coincides almost to a man with James Patterson’s list
of the obstructionist group of conservatives.48 For once they
could line up in opposition to a single issue without fear of
group interests or dissent at home. Even so, it was to be a meaningless victory in the effort to hold back the tide of spending.
As the session moved into summer, Pepper’s anger over the
inactivity of congress increased. The loss of the ship canal added
to his bitterness. In the waning moments of the session, on
August 5, 1939, despite several efforts to stop him, he obtained
the floor. He was “unwilling,” he said, to go home without
44. Ibid., 5649.
45. Pepper to Agnes Parnell, May 25, 1939, Pepper Papers.
46. New York Times, May 17, 1939.
47. Ibid., May 18, 1939.
48. Patterson, Congressional Conservatism and the New Deal, 349.
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lifting his voice “to decry the unrighteous partnership of those
who have been willing to scuttle the American government . . .
because they hate Roosevelt and what Roosevelt stands for.”
He continued:
I accuse that willful alliance of a designed attempt to withhold aid and a meager succor from the unemployed and
aged . . . .
I accuse that designing alliance of a deliberate attempt to
sabotage the first real effort . . . to secure . . . industrial
democracy and economic emancipation.
I accuse them of having prostituted their power to serve the
United States Chamber of Commerce, the Manufacturer’s
Association, and the beneficiaries of special privileges . . . .
As his accusations mounted Pepper was stopped, and a roll call
vote was taken on the question of allowing him to continue.
His right was affirmed, thirty-four to fifteen, and, amid the jeers
and taunts, the j’accuse speech continued.
The “alliance” was accused of intriguing to strike down
the Fair Labor Standards Act, “giving aid and comfort to the
enemy, ” “deceiving the American people,” crucifying the lending program, and a host of other charges. He concluded they
had “sacrificed humanity and human value to reaction, property and Hooverism.” Through the rumble this caused in the
chamber the voice of Senator Bailey could be heard asking if it
would be in order to characterize Pepper’s remarks as “cowardly
and mendacious.” Then, to the relief of the leadership, the
messenger from the house arrived with news of agreement to
adj ourn.49
Pepper’s speech has been described as a “fitting climax to
a stormy session, and a liberal dose of acid on the already
frayed bonds tying together the Democratic Party.“50 On some
issues the Democrats had voted the party line, but on others
a hard core of conservatives had voted with twenty-one senate
Republicans who usually held together. The conservatives as
a group never had a consistent ideology despite the efforts of
Senator Bailey, but the ship canal vote was an example of why
some liberals such as Pepper thought of the conservatives as
49.
50.

Congressional Record, 76 Cong., 1st sess., 11165, 11168.
Patterson, Congressional Conservatism and the New Deal, 326.
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a well-organized conspiratorial coalition. A leading authority
on the conservatives has observed that “Pepper was right about
conservative success,” but that for a variety of reasons he was
wrong in the idea that a conspiracy existed.51
After May 1939, the idea of a ship canal, if not dead, was in
its death throes. Never again would this grandiose scheme be
brought to congress. But Pepper was not yet ready to give up.
Shortly after the defeat of the canal bill, he had offered a
resolution to have the interoceanic canals committee study
means by which the federal government could “finance or participate in the financing of” the canal.52 Henry H. Buckman,
who was given to sending Pepper long memoranda, advised
“that we take this one step at a time, and that we do not divulge
our entire plan, especially the political phases, until after the
approval of the resolution.” Important to Buckman was a careful approach to certain key senators on the commerce committee, especially Carl Hayden of Arizona and Bennett Clark of
Missouri. Buckman also thought it would be possible to demonstrate the “self-liquidating” nature of the project and to
have the ship canal authority issue bonds on which the interest
would be guaranteed by the federal government.53 However, the
first step of getting the resolution favorably reported out of
committee by January 15, 1940, never took place. Pepper then
obtained the signatures of “about thirty Senators to a letter to
the President requesting the appointment of a board” to study
the defense aspects of the project.54 Even though Pepper’s star
was rising in Democratic party councils, the President did not
act on the request.
The Florida senator was mentioned as a vice-presidential
possibility that year, and at the Democratic convention he made
a seconding speech for Roosevelt, which the President said was
“like a refreshing breeze.“55 This caused one editor to hope the
young senator had “not been so blinded by the national spotlight . . . that he can’t see that this is the strategic and propitious time for the canal issue to be brought up.”56 Pepper as51. Ibid., 327.
52. U.S. Senate, 76 Cong., 1st sess., “Resolution 145.”
53. Buckman to Pepper, June 21, 1939, Pepper Papers.
54. Pepper to executive committee of the canal district counties, August
28, 1940, Pepper Papers.
55. Roosevelt to Pepper, August 3, 1940, Pepper Papers.
56. Jacksonville Journal, August 21, 1940.
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Claude Pepper’s 1938 campaign for the United States Senate against
Governor David Sholtz and Congressman Mark Wilcox of Miami. Pepper
is pictured speaking at Bartow. (Time magazine cover, May 2, 1938).

Pepper in the U. S. Senate in May 1941. (Time May 19, 1941).
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sured canal supporters: “I have always been for the Canal, I
am for it, and I shall continue to be for it, because I think it
of vital importance to the country’s commerce and safety.” He
urged patience and reliance on his “ability and judgment” in
the “arduous, tedious” work of canal legislation. Nothing
seemed to be happening, but he spent a “great deal of time
upon one detail or another . . . every week if not every day”
in working for it, and a major speech was in the offing as soon
as he thought the “occasion appropriate.“57 The appropriate
occasion did not arise. When Harold Stassen made a derogatory remark about it in his keynote speech at the Republican
national convention, Pepper wrote Roosevelt that if he did
“not want to do anything about the canal until after the election, I shall not bring up the matter again.“58
The idea that the canal was vital to defense was probably
the most valid reason for its construction. Had the canal been
ready when the war began, it could have eased wartime transportation problems. Pepper deserves credit for his foresight in
trying to obtain it in 1939, but the project remained in limbo
as the war began. It was not until March 1942, that Pepper
found the appropriate occasion to broach the subject again.
He quoted a letter from Major General Edward M. Markham,
former chief of United States army engineers, who could not
understand why “so many people in Congress have never been
willing to regard the canal on its own merits.” Pepper’s sights
by this time had been lowered to a barge canal, and he offered
a bill to complete one at the “earliest possible time” prior to
which a pipeline would be laid along the route of the proposed
canal.59 The bill languished in the commerce committee in spite
of Pepper’s efforts to get it out. He sought to make it clear that
it was not the old ship canal bill, adding that responsibility
for wartime oil shortages would “not rest upon the shoulders
of those who tried to secure . . . the Florida Ship Canal.” Nor
were they responsible for the deaths of seamen in German submarine attacks on coastwise shipping.60 The argument of wartime transportation problems finally brought senate approval of
57. Pepper to executive committee of the canal district counties, August
28, 1940, Pepper Papers.
58. Pepper to Marguerite le Hand, August 19, 1940, Pepper Papers.
59. Congressional Record, 77 Cong., 2nd sess., 3249.
60. Ibid.
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a house version of the barge canal bill omitting the pipeline
in July 1942. Roosevelt signed the authorizing act on July 23
for a project Pepper had already said was “too little, too late.“61
The question legitimately might be asked as to whether
Pepper’s effort to obtain a wartime start on canal construction
was both as hopeless and useless as he apparently felt it was.
The basic issue was the matter of time. Only if it could be
finished in time to make a significant contribution to the war
effort would it be worth any diversion of men and material. Few
questioned the value of such a contribution; however, as the
submarine menace lessened, the need for a canal lessened. Pepper, in seeking to overcome the time factor, once obtained an
estimated minimum construction time of fifteen months from
the chief of engineers, who quickly added that three years was
a more realistic figure. But Senator Bailey pointed out that the
real need was for “something in operation in the next six
months.“62
The need Bailey noted was being met by pipelines built
under the direction of Interior Secretary Harold L. Ickes who
was also wartime petroleum administrator. Ickes pressed pipeline construction with his customary efficiency, and he objected
to the canal on ecological and practical grounds. He did not
think it could be dug in a short time, and he opposed the
diversion of resources it would require. In 1943 Pepper struck
back by denouncing a bill for additional pipeline construction
in the hope of thwarting what he called Ickes’s “Messianic mission . . . to build pipelines everywhere he can.” He added that
the secretary was “intellectually dishonest” for holding back
information about water transportation of oil. If left to his
own means, Ickes would “build a pipe line anywhere in the
United States that the dictates of his cupidity, fancy, or folly
may lead him.“63 Senator Burton K. Wheeler assured Pepper
that Ickes was honest and able, and Ickes complained to Pepper about the cupidity remark, pointing out that in opposing
the canal he had the Florida water supply in mind as well as
Pepper’s political future. Pepper, he said, might well consider
61.
62.
63.

Ibid., 6290; U.S. Statutes at Large, LVI, part 1, 703.
U. S. Senate, Committee on Commerce, 77 Cong., 2nd sess., Construction
and Operation of Pipeline and Navigable Barge Channel Across
Florida, Hearings on S. 2426 and HR. 6999, 55 ff.
Congressional Record, 78 Cong., 1st sess., 6727-28.

https://stars.library.ucf.edu/fhq/vol50/iss3/1

22

Society: Florida Historical Quarterly, Vol. 50, Number 3
CLAUDE PEPPER

AND THE

FLORIDA CANAL CONTROVERSY

249

any opposition to the canal a “favor,” since it could prove his
political grave.64
The canal issue usually generated bitterness and sarcasm.
Senator Francis T. Maloney of Connecticut thought it an “incredibly inefficient” means of transportation and from any
point of view or period of time a “wasteful project.“65 Senator
Tom Connally said of Pepper, “I have been under the spell of his
magic,” and called for language in intracoastal waterways bills
that would preclude the chance of Pepper’s using his “eloquence
and persuasiveness” on the engineers.66 Vandenburg conceded
“great respect” for Pepper’s “incorrigible tenacity” in fighting for
the canal and for never having deviated from his objective “regardless of setbacks and obstacles . . . the Treasury’s anemia or
the council of prudence and common sense.” The use of the
wartime transportation crisis to win authorization in 1942 was
to Vandenberg a “most delightfully insidious approach.” The
Michigan senator took comfort in assurances from the engineers
that nothing would be started during the war.67
Time was of the essence. In 1943 Pepper made a last effort
to obtain a barge canal appropriation, but the appropriations
committee failed to approve it, seventeen to fourteen. Bitterly,
Pepper wrote to his parents that “defeat was due to southern
senators who voted against their own south— McKeller of Tennessee, Russell of Georgia, and Overton of Louisiana.“68 After
1943 Pepper never brought up the subject again. The project
was simply not in the realm of merit during the war, and without the problems created by the war it had little chance of
success in the postwar era. Pepper’s interests turned to foreign
affairs and domestic problems. Over the years he fell out of
favor with his constituency, and he was defeated in the Florida
Democratic primary of 1950.
In 1962, after a dozen years in private life, Pepper was
elected to the house of representatives, returning to a congress
in which the old opponents of the canal were gone. In February 1964, he was present at the ceremonies which marked the
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.

Ibid., Harold L. Ickes to Pepper, July 22, 1943, Pepper Papers.
Congressional Record, 78 Cong., 1st sess., 4054.
Congressional Record, 77 Cong., 2nd sess., 8361.
Ibid., 8425.
Pepper to his parents, May 5, 1943, in Pepper Papers, Tallahassee,
Florida.
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start of construction on a barge canal. Pepper had outlasted
them all, and it must have been with a certain degree of satisfaction that he watched President Lyndon Johnson set off a
dynamite blast. 69 It seemed as if the dream was about to come
true.
But to some the dream was a nightmare. Political rivalries
and money had never been the whole issue. Pepper’s files contain dozens of letters and reports in which opposition was based
on ecological considerations. The argument against the canal
which came to the fore in the late sixties and early 1970s is
nothing new, but it emerged just when it seemed as if the
major battle was won by the pro-canal forces. The canal project became a timely subject in the battle to save the environment. It has been described as “an antiquated concept . . .
being done in an antiquated way,” which will “raise havoc
with the ecology of Florida.“70 It has also been called an
“octopus,” having the army “Engineers . . . self-serving politicians . . . special interests . . . and . . . state agencies” as its
tentacles.71 One study which combines the ecological argument
with economic analysis charges the engineers with dishonesty
and concludes that in addition to bringing ecological disaster,
the canal is “likely to be . . . an economic disaster for the U. S.
taxpayers.“72 All the old questions have come back for answers,
but with a new sense of urgency.
In the summer of 1970, Secretary of the Interior Walter J.
Hickle proposed a fifteen-month construction moratorium, and
on January 15, 1971, a United States District Court judge in
Washington issued a preliminary injunction halting construction temporarily in the hope of “preserving the environment”
73
and preventing “irrevocable” damage to the Oklawaha River.
Four days later an order from President Nixon halted all construction on the canal to “prevent a past mistake from causing
permanent damage.“74 Construction has been stopped and the
old dream may remain a dream. The new dream is the preserva69. New York Times, February 28, 1964; White House “Press Release,”
February 27, 1964.
70. San Francisco Sunday Examiner and Chronicle, June 14, 1970.
71. Atlantic, Vol. 225, (April 1970), 59.
72. David W. Ehrenfeld, Biological Conservation (New York, 1970) 87.
73. Greensboro Daily News, July I, 1970; New York Times, January 16,
1971.
74. Ibid., January 20, 1971.
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tion of the Oklawaha River Valley in its natural state, and the
conservative opposition to the canal has given way to the conservationist opposition.
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SLAVETRADING IN ANTEBELLUM FLORIDA
by J ULIA F. S MITH *

M

UCH OF THE slave trade in Florida centered in Tallahassee,
the heart of the cotton belt. New Orleans was perhaps the
largest southern slave market.1 Negro-traders, characters looked
down upon by all, purchased slaves there “from the block” at
public outcry. Most of the supply for Florida planters was
brought in by these traders. They came to St. Marks by ship and
then on to Tallahassee to dispose of their cargoes. The blacks
were kept in the public jail or in “slave pens,” special buildings
designed with cells, until time of sale. The auctions were widely
advertised in advance, and bidding was usually spirited.2
The increasing demand for slaves by Florida planters is evidenced by the increase in the Negro population from 7,587 in
1830 to 26,526 a decade later. This was far in excess of the normal increase. The rapid growth continued, though it was not so
pronounced during the 1840s. By 1850, there were 39,310 slaves
in the state, and 61,750 by 1860. The total population of Florida
in 1860 was 140,424.3 They were mostly concentrated in the
cotton belt counties— Alachua, Gadsden, Jackson, Jefferson,
Leon, Madison and Marion.
To supply the Florida demand, blacks were also purchased
from markets in Virginia, Maryland, and Georgia. In 1838
John Finlayson paid $600 at Annapolis, Maryland, for a Negro
woman, Dinah, and her child, with a guarantee that “bouth
[sic] were sound in body and mind and a slave for life.” At another time, Finlayson paid $1,100 for a blacksmith and $1,150
for “Fanny, a woman about 24, and her son Francis, about 5.”
Negroes were purchased separately and in groups. In 1850,

*

Mrs. Smith is associate professor of history at Georgia Southern College,
Statesboro.

1. Frederic Bancroft, Slave Trading in the Old South (New York, 1959),
315. According to Bancroft, New Orleans was a larger market than
Richmond and Charleston combined.
2. Susan Bradford Eppes, The Negro of the Old South (Tallahassee, 1925),
53.
3. Fifth Census or Enumeration of the Inhabitants of the United States
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Finlayson purchased a group of nineteen Negroes at Richmond,
Virginia. They were sent by ship to Darien, Georgia, and then
by wagon to his Jefferson County plantation.4
The demand for Negroes from the older states of the South
to supply the newer plantation belts was a normal development since under Constitutional provision the African slave
trade was abolished in 1808. With this supply cut off, domestic
trade increased rapidly. A striking aspect of this domestic trade
was the rapid shift in slave population to regions of the lower
South and Southwest. Virginia ranked first among the upper
South-selling states; between 1830 and 1860, she exported approximately 300,000 blacks.5 Virginia planters had so impoverished their soil, they no longer received profitable returns from
tobacco (except their best, “Virginia leaf”), and many now depended upon the sale of their “surplus Negroes” to “maintain
a semblance of their former hospitality.“6
Virginia legislative records for 1831 and 1832 refer to “surplus Negroes” or “slave-breeding” as a profitable enterprise for
the state. Thomas R. Dew, president of William and Mary College, and noted for his pro-slavery writings, referred to Virginia as “a negro raising state for other states. She produces
enough for her own supply and six thousand for sale” annually
to other states.7 Antislavery writers frequently commented upon
the system of rearing slaves for market as a source for income in
Virginia and other southern border states. The desire for profit from increase in birth also motivated lower South slaveholders. One Florida resident declared: “The climate is peculiarly adapted and fitted to the constitution of the negro. It
is an excellent and cheap climate to breed and raise them.
The offal of the Sugar House fattens them like young pigs.“8

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

(Washington, 1832), 157; Sixth Census or Enumeration of the Inhabitants of the United States (Washington, 1841), 456; J.D.B. De Bow,
Compendium of the Seventh Census (Washington, 1854), 206; Agriculture of the United States in 1860, 225, 247. The rise in slave population can be attributed, in part, to natural increase.
Manuscripts in possession of Edwin H. Finlayson, Ashville, Florida.
John Finlayson also purchased Negroes from the slave market at
Louisville, Georgia.
Lewis C. Gray, History of Agriculture in the Southern United States
to 1860, 2 vols. (Washington, 1933), II, 651.
Bancroft, Slave Trading in the Old South, 69.
Ibid., 71.
Southern Cultivator, XVIII (1860), 324.
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George Noble Jones, writing from El Destino, his Jefferson County plantation, boasted that his force of 120 Negroes
increased itself more than ten per cent in 1854. He attributed
this to proper care and management. “I pay the highest wages
in hopes of obtaining good overseers. That my negroes have not
been seriously injured by the punishment they have received
may be evidenced in their general appearance and in their
natural increase.“9 James Whitehead of Leon County thought
land and Negroes “constituted the best and safest property for
young men of the South.” Whitehead directed in his will that
his son be given “six additional working hands,” three young
males and three young females.10 Benjamin F. Whitner took
pride in the fact that his blacks were contented and happy,
“as manifested by the rapid increase” in their numbers.11
During this early period of cotton culture in Florida, the
average price of a good slave was $500, while the price of cotton
ranged from ten to twenty cents a pound. Elsewhere in the
South, cotton prices more directly determined the price of
slaves. For instance, in Alabama between 1830 and 1840 if cotton was selling at ten cents, the price of a prime field hand was
12
$1,000, if at twelve cents, $1,200 . During the 1840s, healthy
field hands in Florida continued to average $500, while cotton
averaged eight cents a pound. An appraisal of slaves and other
personal property belonging to William Bellamy’s estate in
1846, shows that field hands were valued at from $400 to $650,
and, at the same time, 125 bales of cotton were sold from his
plantation for eight cents a pound, or $32.00 a bale.13
In 1852, Simeon L. Sparkman of Hillsborough County paid
$1,500 for “Grace, a woman servant, age about nineteen years,
and Ned, a male servant, age about sixteen years, both slaves
for life and sound in body and mind.” At another time, Sparkman purchased a seven year old boy, “Lewis,” who was “sound
both in body and mind,” a guarantee carried in many bills of
sale. Slaves, individually or in groups, were used as collateral
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.

Ulrich B. Phillips and James D. Glunt, eds., Florida Plantation Records
(St. Louis, 1927), 124.
Record of Wills, Book A, 113-17, Leon County Courthouse, Tallahassee.
Tallahassee Florida Sentinel, February 5, 1850.
Charles S. Davis, The Cotton Kingdom in Alabama (Montgomery, 1939),
73.
Inventories, Appraisements and Accounts, Book A, 15, 16, Jefferson
County Courthouse, Monticello.
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to secure loans. “Winney and her child Hester” became the
property of John Mercy when Madison Post defaulted on his
loan of $417. Ten slaves, six adults and four children, two of
whom were mulattoes, became the property of the firm of Clark
and Ferris when Franklin Branch defaulted in his payment of
$3,527. In another transfer of slave property, a Negro mother,
Sharlotte, with her two small children, Augustus, six, and Henry,
eighteen months, were sold to John I. Hooker for $900.14
After 1850, the average price of skilled slaves in Florida
was $1,000. As the Civil War drew near, prices increased at
an accelerated rate, ranging from $1,500 to $2,000, while the
price of staple cotton remained fairly constant at from ten to
thirteen cents a pound. Sea Island cotton brought more. For
instance, in 1850, the field hands on James Whitehead’s plantation in Leon County were valued at slightly less than $1,000,
while his cotton sold at various times throughout the year
ranged from twelve and one-half to fourteen and one-half cents
15
a pound. In 1858, Whitehead’s cotton averaged from ten to
eleven cents a pound, while the average price of good Negroes
was considerably higher.16
As the demand for slaves became greater than the increase
in supply, thus creating a labor shortage, the price of slaves
rose out of all proportion to the increase in cotton. By 1860, with
cotton prices remaining constant, the cost of good Negroes had
doubled and sometimes tripled. As an example, William E.
Kilcrease, at the time of his death in 1860, owned a “No. 1
blacksmith, Dennis” valued at $3,500, another blacksmith valued
at $1,800, a carpenter valued as $1,800, two cooks valued at
$1,200 and $1,500 each, besides other blacks ranging in value
from $1,000 to $1,500.17 The ratio of increase in price between
slaves and cotton was altered during the Civil War when cotton
soared to an average of seventy-five cents a pound. Short staple
cotton sold by Sarah A. Lines from her Gadsden County plantation in 1863 brought fifty-three and one-half cents a pound
14. Deed Records, Book B, 19, 30, 61, 74, 135, Hillsborough County Courthouse, Tampa.
15. Books of Sales of Personal Estates, 1846-1860, 78-81; Inventory and
Appraisements, Book C, 125-28, Leon County Courthouse.
16. Books of Sales of Personal Estates, 1846-1860, 266-74, Leon County
Courthouse.
17. William E. Kilcrease Estate (no file number), probate records, Gadsden
County Courthouse, Quincy.
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and her Sea Island brought $1.25.18 This same year, Negroes
belonging to the Francis J. Ross estate of Hamilton County
were valued at $2,000, $3,000, and $4,000.19
Because of the large number of slaves in the labor market,
it was not unusual to buy and sell Negroes already in the area.
Deed records in county courthouses throughout Florida show
transactions of this nature. In some instances, the complete
plantation was sold, which included slaves, livestock, crops,
farm equipment, buildings, and other accessories. Contemporary
newspapers are filled with advertisements offering whole plantations for sale. A typical advertisement appeared in the Tallahassee Florida and Journal in 1856: “Will be sold on the
premises at public outcry, LANIER’S PLANTATION, in Madison County, comprising 1,610 acres of first rate land . . . . There
are on the premises a comfortable dwelling, good out houses,
9 good negro cabins, good barn, gin house and screw; ALSO
SEVENTY VALUABLE SLAVES including one Carpenter and
Blacksmith, and a good house servant and seamstress.” Livestock, crops, and farm equipment were also included in the
sale.20
Various classifications determined individual prices for
slaves. For instance, blacksmiths, carpenters, seamstresses, prime
field-hands, brick masons, and house servants were more valuable than other blacks and they brought higher prices. Sex,
age, temperament, physical condition, skill, and experience also
were determining factors. Negroes recently imported from
Africa were considered less valuable than “country” Negroes
from an older state like Virginia.21 Field-hands between eighteen and thirty years of age were worth more than older blacks,
18.
19.
20.
21.

Inventory and Appraisements (no volume number), 790, Gadsden County
Courthouse.
“Petition for Partition of Personal Estate,” December 17, 1863. Francis J.
Ross Estate (no file number), Hamilton County Courthouse, Jasper.
Tallahassee Floridian and Journal, November 15, 1856.
Gray, History of Agriculture, II, 664-66, lists prices quoted in 1853 by a
slave broker in Richmond, Virginia:
Best men (18-25)
$1,200 to $1300
959 to 1,050
Fair men (18-25)
850 to
Boys, five feet in height
950
375 to 400
Boys, four feet
Young women
800 to 1,000
Girls, five feet
750 to
850
Girls, four feet
350 to
450
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and male hands were more valuable than females. Children
often were priced according to height and weight, and infants
were valued by the pound. Attractive females and skilled
workers sometimes sold for thrice their value, and in some instances the buyer would pay more for a group of Negroes with
the understanding that the old and infirm would not be included 22
At the time of William Bellamy’s death in 1846, most of the
108 slaves on his “home” plantation in Jefferson County were
appraised and classified as nineteen family groups, with the
value of each family being given. “Moses, Molly, Parris, in a
family” were valued at $1,000, while another family, consisting
of eleven Negroes, was valued at $2,750. These included some
small children. Elderly “Hannah” was considered “of no
value.“23 In 1851, Reddin W. Parramore’s slaves were valued
separately: “Wash, a man about 30 yrs. $600; Cherry, a young
woman 16 yrs. $600; Amanda, a woman 19, unhealthy, $400,”
while “Mary,” thirty years old and blind, had no value.24
A typical advertisement of slaves for sale in Florida newspapers noted: “A NEGRO WOMAN 26 years of age, and a Girl,
her child, about 6 years of age. The woman is a good house as
well as field hand— sold for no fault. For terms apply to John T.
Myrick, Marianna.“25 Another woman was advertised “TO BE
SOLD AT PRIVATE SALE, A first rate seamstress and house
servant, aged 19 years. If not sold before the 1st of January,
she will be sold at public auction.“26
When planters died insolvent, leaving their estates heavily
indebted, their slaves and other personal property were sold to
the highest bidder at public auction by order of the probate
court to satisfy creditors. Sales of this nature were advertised
several weeks in advance, and purchasers were required to pay
cash. Elizabeth Dulany sold twenty-eight Negroes in 1852 “at
22. Ibid.; probate records, Gadsden, Hamilton, Jefferson, Leon, and Madison County Courthouses. Inventories and appraisals of estates listing
Negro slaves as personal property usually give their name, age, value,
and sometimes their state of health.
23. Inventories, Appraisements and Accounts, Book A, 15-18, Jefferson County Courthouse.
24. Record Book of Annual Returns, 20, 21, Madison County Courthouse,
Madison.
25. Marianna Florida Whig, July 15, 1858.
26. Tallahassee Floridian and Journal, September 19, 1857.
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public action . . . at the Court House in Tallahassee” to satisfy
her husband’s creditors.27
Owners sometimes stipulated in their wills that their Negroes be sold. Six slaves belonging to Jonathan Thomas of
Gadsden County were thus sold. Since this transaction was not
to satisfy indebtedness, terms were offered to the purchaser: onefourth to be paid at the time of sale and the remainder in six
months at eight per cent interest.28
When Negroes were sold in groups their average price was
less than if they were sold separately. A group of fifteen Negroes,
mostly adults, were auctioned at Quincy in 1856 and brought
$12,260. Another group, including sixty-five Negroes of all ages,
brought $43,900. These were sold on credit, to be paid for over
a period of one, two, and three years, with a rate of eight
per cent interest being charged. Other Negroes, sold separately,
brought a higher price. For instance, “Jimsey, field-hand,”
brought $1,203, and Leonard another field-hand, brought $1,300.
A man, his wife, and four children brought $4,002, while a
woman and four children brought $4,150. They were all fieldhands. 29
There were slaves on Florida plantations whose place of birth
was Africa. Whether they had been smuggled into Florida and
purchased from traders or whether they were purchased from
slave markets outside the state is not known. At any rate, these
“boughton” blacks were looked down upon by Negroes who had
come to the plantation through inheritance. A slave caste system existed, and they rated their own status according to the
position held by their owner.30
The owner sometimes developed a feeling of personal regard
for his slaves; the plantation system, based upon a patriarchal
arrangement, fostered such an attachment.31 Occasionally, slave
owners stipulated in their will that Negroes be freed. The 1827
will of William Oliphant provided that his Negro woman, Maria,
27. Tallahassee Florida Sentinel, December 8, 1851.
28. Ibid., June 3, 1851.
29. Tallahassee Floridian and Journal, February 9, 1856; Inventory and
Appraisements, probate records, Book C, 58-59, 125-27, Leon County
Courthouse Inventories listing slaves belonging to the estates of John
Parkhill and John Whitehead in 1856 and 1857 show their average
value to be slightly less than $1,000.
30. Eppes, Negro of the Old South, 48, 51.
31. Gray, History of Agriculture, II, 501.
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and her four children be given the privileges of free persons of
color and that $250 be paid each of them to cover transportation
costs to a free state of their choice.32
Owners sometimes directed in their wills that slaves be
treated humanely and not be separated or sold. Richard J. Mays
noted in his will in 1864 that “life is at best uncertain, and we
should be prepared for its close by having our house ‘set in
order.’” He divided his slaves among his wife and children,
requesting that they be treated “not as property, but as human
beings, to be . . . cared for as such. They must not be neglected,
it is a duty sanctioned by your interest and there [sic] welfare.“33
Nancy Delaughter made her will in 1864, leaving her Negroes and other property to her children and grandchildren.
She requested that her slaves remain in family groups and that
her estate be kept together “until the expiration of two years
after the date of the ratification of a Treaty of Peace between
the Confederate States of America and the United States.“34 John
Finlayson’s will, dated 1865, stipulated that his slaves be divided
among his children in family groups as nearly as possible.35
Owners usually directed in their wills that their slave families
be kept together when making property distributions to beneficiaries. Rather than separate families, when a division was to
be made and the value of one family group exceeded that of
another, land or other property was bequeathed to equalize the
division.
Closely allied with slave trading was the practice of slave
hiring. It was common practice throughout the plantation belt
in Florida for slaves to be hired out. In certain instances when
planters died, leaving a wife and minor children, they directed
in their wills that Negroes be hired out, the proceeds to be
used for education and maintenance of the children or for
partial support of the family. In other instances estate administrators or guardians hired out Negroes as an investment. Blacks
32. William Oliphant’s will, dated October 27, 1827, Florida State Library,
Tallahassee.
33. Wills and Letters Testamentary, Book B, 85-87, Madison County Courthouse. Mays is the great-grandfather of Colin Kelly, World War II
hero.
34. Ibid., 80-91.
35. Wills and Letters Testamentary, Book B, 155-58, Jefferson County
Courthouse.
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were also hired to do construction work on roads or railways,
and skilled Negroes were sometimes employed individually to
work as carpenters or blacksmiths.36 The usual period of hire
was for a year, and the employer was expected to furnish the
black with at least two suits of clothing, a hat, shoes, and a
blanket. The rate of hire varied with the type of labor; the
average annual rate in Florida prior to 1850 was less than $100
and afterwards ranged from $100 to $400.37
In 1844, approximately forty Negroes, in addition to some
children who were not counted, belonging to the estate of Hardy
Bryan Croom, were hired out for a total of $2,040. The following
year, their hire brought $1,920.38 In. 1853, twelve of the 109
Negroes that had belonged to the late S. H. Butler were hired
out for his children’s support, bringing in $1,475. In 1854, fourteen Negroes belonging to the Butler children were hired out
for $1,990; six were employed by the Orange Mill Company,
each for $172.50. A notation on the accounting sheet by George
W. Call, guardian for the Butler children, states that “The boy
George is not included in the hire, being taken sick with the
Small pox, and was necessarily sent to the hospital where the
charges together with lost time, consumed his wages.“39
Jeremiah D. Reid stipulated in his 1854 will, that twentyseven of his Negro slaves could be hired so that his daughter
Sally could be “clothed, educated, and boarded out of the proceeds.” Sally also received her father’s “notes and money” to
assist “in her education, clothing, and board.” The remaining
property, two plantations, equipment, livestock, and slaves went
to his wife and the other children.40
In 1860, William E. Kilcrease hired a Negro boy, Frank,
from Julia F. Edmonds for $200. This indenture dated January 1, 1860, stipulated that Frank was “to be furnished with a
36. Deed and probate records, 1840-1860, Gadsden, Jefferson, Leon, Hamilton, and Madison County Courthouses; Weymouth T. Jordan, Hugh
Davis and His Alabama Plantation (Alabama, 1948), 81.
37. Gray, History of Agriculture, II, 668. The rate of hire was roughly the
same in other southern states. Gray states that in 1855 Negroes were
hired out for $200 a year in the Southwest and for $300 and more in
northwestern Louisiana by 1860.
38. Book of Sales of Personal Estates, 1846-1860, 15, Leon County Courthouse.
39. Record Book of Annual Returns, 127, 220, Madison County Courthouse.
40. Wills and Letters Testamentary, Book BB, 7-10, Madison County Courthouse.
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good suit of Summar [sic] and Winter Clothing, Hat, Shoes, and
Blanket, with interest at eight percent after maturity.“41 In
1864, nine Negroes belonging to the estate of Francis J. Ross
were hired out for $2,300 for partial support of his grandchildren. The group included eight women and a boy, Hanson. The
latter was hired by Thomas Hunter for $400.42
Inevitably there was some personal tragedy involved in the
system of hiring because the place of employment might be far
away from family and friends. Indentured slaves were often
overworked since the period of hire was temporary and there
was often little concern for their welfare. Sometimes hired slaves
tried to run away, as evidenced by these newspapers advertisements: “Runaway from plantation of James Ormond, mulatto
fellow. Was raised in Gadsden County where he has wife and
relatives.” Another was Sandy, who was trying to make his way
to his wife: “Runaway from my plantation a few weeks ago. He
is strong and active, a good carriage driver, fiddler and dancer
and pretends to be religious. Was seen a few days since near
Gov. Call’s plantation where he has a wife.“43
Anyone hiring a slave had authority over and obligations
to him, including providing medical care if he became ill. If
punishment was excessive and injury resulted, the hiring person was responsible to the owner for damages incurred. The
slave’s life was not easy; he lacked the security of the plantation and the protection of an owner concerned with his welfare.
He was separated temporarily, and sometimes permanently,
from his family, and his work was often more strenuous than
would have been demanded by his owner.
Slave trading, whether it involved buying, selling, or hiring,
had a stimulating effect upon Florida’s antebellum economy.
Slaves were property, and they were used as collateral for loans,
as an extension of credit, and as an asset to obtain cash. When
slaves were hired out, they served as income or accrued interest
on investment for their owners. The system was profitable for
those who owned slaves and for those who engaged in the business of trading.
41. William E. Kilcrease Estate (no file number), Gadsden County Courthouse.
42. Francis J. Ross Estate (no file number), Hamilton County Courthouse.
43. Tallahassee Florida Sentinel, June 3, 1851; Tallahassee Floridian and
Journal, January 15, 1859.
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TAMPA BAY IN 1757:
FRANCISCO MARIA CELI’S JOURNAL
AND LOGBOOK, PART II
Edited by J OHN D. W ARE *

S

UNDAY, THE 24TH of April dawned with horizons and sky
clear and wind favorable from the NE. At 6:00 A.M. after
hearing the Holy Sacrifiice of the Mass, we departed the vessel
with the longboat and canoe, both armed, in which the following men went: Frigate Lieutenant Don José Jiménez; Don Fraucisco Maria Celi; Don Juan Franco, a draftsman from the navy
55
yard by the stream; the carpenter and the caulker of the xebec;
and fifteen seamen. All this was in expectation of drawing a
chart, and of surveying the forests and pines for masts, their
quality, length, and thickness. At 8 we approached the shore
which extended north of us, and on a point which I gave the
name of Montalbo (Catfish Point) we stopped so that the crew

*

Captain Ware, a resident of Tampa, is secretary of the Florida State
Pilots Association and co-manager of the Tampa Bay Pilots Association.
Part I of the article appeared in the July 1971 issue of the Florida Historical Quarterly. The necessary translations, references, and explanations can be found therein.

55. The word used by Celi in the Spanish text was Mastranza, believed by
the translator to have been incorrectly spelled or to have been a
variant of maestrunza. Because of the lack of uniformity in capitalizing words it is not known whether the word was used as a proper or
a common noun. Maestranza in Spanish naval and artillery parlance
means “navy yard” and “arsenal,” respectively. Inasmuch as Celi’s
survey was ordered by the highest Spanish naval authority in Cuba at
the time and was consistent with naval needs, it is considered to have
been used in this context and therefore to have meant “navy yard.”
See Encyclopedia Britannica, XI, 168; the Maestranza was formerly
the navy yard and headquarters of the artillery, and was part of old
Havana. Hugh Bradley, Havana, Cinderella’s City (Garden City, 1941),
176. The first navy yard was built in Havana in 1723 and was first
located close by La Fuerza. Its space was restricted; and it was moved
a few years later to more commodious quarters, thereafter stretching
for almost one mile along the waterfront at the extreme southern
part of the city. U. S. Hydrographic Chart 307 (1957), Habana Harbor
indicates several navy and army installations, all situated on or near
the waterfront. Hereinafter referred to as Chart 307. It is probable that
the Mastranza [sic] or “navy yard by the stream,” was the early yard
built along the shoreline of what is now Ensenada de Atarés, and
occupied that section of the waterfront now identified in part as
Muelle del Arsenal.

[262]

https://stars.library.ucf.edu/fhq/vol50/iss3/1

36

Society: Florida Historical Quarterly, Vol. 50, Number 3
T AMPA B AY

IN

1757

263

might prepare their meal. At this time four pines were tapped
for bleeding pitch. (This point is at the entrance of the haven
of Aguirre cove, and is turned away by its coast seven miles
east and west.)56
At 9:00 we depart for the river, proceeding along shore
a distance of a musket shot away. This shore runs NNW and
SSE, and in this distance I found a depth of two fathoms. Having sailed about one league, I saw in the distance to the NE
three sand bars which appeared above water. I turned away
from the shore about one mile and continued on said course
of NNW for about one-half league, later steering more to the
north for about four miles. Near the mouth of the river three
keys are seen, about one mile or a little more in length and
set apart from the mouth of the river one mile.57 The one more
to the westward discloses and frees for view the mouth of this
river, and on this key it appears to me that a fort can be built
to defend the entrances and channels to the open water beyond.58 To this key I gave the name of San Francisco y Cajigal
(probably former Depot Key); to the one adjacent, San Antonio
y Monserrate (probably former Little Grassy Key) which, like
56. Celi had confused Punta Montalbo (Catish Point) with Punta Morillo
(Gadsden Point) and had given misleading directions and distances
regarding both.
57. Although positive identification is difficult if not impossible, a reference to United States Coast and Geodetic Survey Chart 177, Tampa
Bay, Florida, 1879. Hereinafter referred to as Chart 177. It provides an
accurate configuration of the shoreline of upper Hillsborough Bay before Davis and Seddon Islands were created by dredging. This chart
shows Depot Key and a smaller unnamed key in the mouth of the
Hillsborough River. Hookers Point was then a long neck of land,
higher at its extremity than near its juncture with the mainland. Its
low part might therefore have been awash or nearly so at high tide
and thus regarded as an island by Celi. See also Karl H. Grismer,
Tampa (St. Petersburg, 1950), 233 for a 1913 photograph which identifies the smaller of the two keys as “Little Grassy Island” and the larger
as “Depot Key” (Big Grassy Island, Big Island and Rabbit Island).
Seddon Island had by then been created from dredging fill.
58. Celi, of course, could not have known how prophetic his statement was.
Cantonment Brooke (later known as Fort Brooke), the forerunner of
modern Tampa, was established sixty-seven years later, in 1824. This
military post was situated, not on this key, but nearby on the mainland on the east side of the mouth of river. See George A. McCall,
Letters from the Frontiers (Philadelphia, 1868), 133; Clarence Edwin
Carter, ed., Territorial Papers of the United States: Florida Territory,
1821-1845, 26 vols. (Washington, 1956-62), XXII, 841-43; James A. Covington, “The Establishment of Fort Brooke,” Florida Historical Quarterly, XXXI (April 1953), 273-78, passim; Grismer, Tampa, 58-59 and
map, 63.
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Portada or title-page of Francisco Maria Celi’s survey journal
and logbook:
From Havana to the port of Tampa
Year of 1757
A Journal of Surveys

the former, is probably one mile in length and a little less in
width. To the other key situated between Monserrate and a
point of the south shore, I gave the name of Celi (probably the
end of former Hookers Point), and to the point just mentioned,
La Carrascon (The Large Pin Oak). Farther to the SE is the
mouth of a river which I called Rio de Franco (Palm River—
Six-Mile Creek). Between Cayo Cajigal and the coast, even up
to the mouth of the river, there are keys, all formed by large
oysters. These keys have small channels between them where
smaller craft can pass.
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At 2:15 P.M. we entered the mouth of the river, which I
called San Julian y Arriaga (Hillsborough). This river has a
mouth opening N by E and S by W, a width of 110 fathoms.
[After proceeding the short distance of the first two reaches
Celi and his party unstepped the mast of their longboat and
put it ashore for safety. Besides, the narrow confines of the
heavily-wooded river precluded the use of the sail as a means of
motive power. The fifty reaches of varying widths and depths
were traversed by the party in the longboat and canoe, both
armed. As they proceeded upriver with the crew at the oars the
river narrowed and shoaled, requiring that the grapnel, hawser,
and two barrels (probably drinking water) be put ashore for
additional buoyancy. Celi noted that along the banks there
was an abundance of pine of indifferent quality, suitable only
for booms, topgallant yards, and “mere trifles for large ships
and smaller craft.” Laurel, walnut (probably hickory), and live
oak of similar quality were also in abundance. The forward
progress of the longboat was finally halted near mid-day by the
shoals and a well-known natural barrier which Celi describes.]
In this position we found the channel of the river obstructed
by stones, which they call El Salto (The Waterfall). Although
the water does not come from a greater height, yet it is constrained by being as I have stated.59 Here we sojourn to examine
the terrain of this position to which we arrived at exactly noon.
The order was given to prepare to eat, and having eaten, we
began at 1:00 P. M. to perform our mission. The following
four men: Don José Jiménez, Don Francisco Maria Celi, Don
Juan Franco, and the carpenter of the xebec, Francisco Diaz,
accompanied by two seamen, went toward the western edge of
the river bottom. Penetrating this swamp about one-half league,
they saw thirty-three trees of twenty to twenty-six inches in
diameter, and thirty-five to thirty-six cubits in length. At 3
o’clock the aforementioned men crossed over to the eastern
edge, going into the interior a little more than one mile. Upon
walking along the river about one and one-half league, there
was found in this distance thirty-one trees from twenty-one to
59. Celi was referring to the so-called “waterfall” in the present Hillsborough State Park. His statement, of course, carries with it the connotation of a physical impossibility, since the water would not run at
all under the condition he describes. He no doubt meant that the
water came from a not-much-greater height.
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twenty-eight inches in diameter, and thirty-four to thirty-eight
cubits in length, suitable for main topmast yards of two pieces,
and many for makeshift mainmasts. And thus it is for all the
rest which are needed for smaller masts in abundance. At 5:00
we departed from this position and went downstream. At 6:00
we arrived at the place where we left the grapnel and cable;
here we made camp for the night.
Tuesday, the 26th, dawn came completely overcast with
cloud-laden skies in the NW. At 5:15 A. M. we went to examine
this terrain where we cut a small pine from those of the smaller
variety to be used for the mizzenmast of the xebec. Turning
away from the bank of the river some sixteen to twenty yards,
we saw eight trees suitable for the bodies and heads of the
masts, their length about four cubits.60 Because of the heavy
rain squalls from the NW and the thunder, we did not continue any farther, although at first glance countless others were
found. At 9:00 we again explored this terrain, where we cut
a piece of one cubit or a little longer and a diameter of twentysix inches outside of the bark. This tree had a trunk of thirtythree cubits, and thus these trees are seen distinct in this
nature: seemingly of greater magnitude in length and thickness
and of good quality. I will state that the aforementioned piece,
which serves as a specimen of something taken back from this
land, is from pines of a type which are without cones, and
proves to be a quality useful for masts. We erected a cross in
this landing place and gave it the name of El Pinal de la Cruz
de Santa Teresa (The Pine Forest of the Cross of Santa Teresa).61 At 3:00 P. M. we left this position to proceed farther
downstream. We proceeded about two leagues and stopped for
two hours to examine the countryside in which we had seen,
in even greater abundance, trees of a magnitude as reported
earlier, at a distance from the river of about one mile. At
sunset we departed this position to repair to the place we had
left the mast of the longboat ashore. We arrived at 10:00 P. M.
and stayed the remainder of the night to rest.
Wednesday, the 27th, dawn came clear and serene with a
fair wind from the land. We raised the mast of the longboat
60.

This is obviously an error of Celi or the scribe who copied the original.
The translator believes that trees for masts herein mentioned would
be about forty cubits in length.
61. An area to the north and east of present Temple Terrace.
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and at sunrise we departed for the mouth of the river, where we
arrived at 7:00 A. M. I report that the tide enters this river of
San Julian y Arriaga with a rise and fall inside for about a league
and one-half to two leagues, and in this distance the water
remains brackish because it is mixed with that of the bay
Farther upstream, however, the water is fresh and very fine
in taste. The crew reveled in it and all drank of it, for it was good
as well as clear. The order was given for the canoe to load
with oysters to take aboard; whereupon we proceeded out the
river in the longboat. At 8:00 A. M. we put ashore and stopped
to prepare our meal in a position about one mile or a little
more from the mouth of the river. At 8:30 the canoe arrived
where we were, and at 10:00 we left this position to go aboard
our xebec. We arrived at 1:00 P. M. with all happiness.
Of the events which came to pass on those days I was
absent from the xebec, I make no mention, for I had not been a
participant. I have learned only that the Indians had been
aboard once; that they had tried to get rum; that Don Lino
Morillo received and treated them kindly, giving them food
but no rum. One of those from their canoe, seeing that the
spirits would not be given to them had the audacity to take a
small axe which they had in the canoe and struck the side of
the xebec with it. Having thus reproved Don Lino Morillo, he
left the vessel.
Thursday, the 28th. At 4:00 A. M. I left the xebec with
the longboat to continue my assignment. This day came with
clear horizons and sky and with a fair wind from the NE. At
8:00 I arrived at the position from which I had departed to proceed with the survey of the river of San Julian y Arriaga, which
position is Punta de Santa Cruz. From here I observed a point
to the eastward of said point at an angle of 33° 45’, 1st quadrant, a distance of four miles. Thus at the same time I saw a
very large inlet along which the coast runs north until it is
lost from sight. At its western edge I did not sketch on the chart
all the keys of this inlet because of its scant depth. Accordingly,
I showed it to all appearances as Estero Grande de Girior.
[Crossing the mouth of this “inlet,” now known as Old
Tampa Bay, Celi continued in a northeasterly direction, taking
bearings of the islands which lay in its entrance. Neither the
text of his Diario nor his chart indicates that he proceeded into
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this large body of water, yet surprisingly, the configuration of
its shorelines is fairly close to its actual shape. He reached the
shoreline of the Interbay Peninsula near present Picnic Island.]
I anchored in this position at 10:00 A. M. so that the crew
might eat, and they, having gone along a little farther south by
land, found where the Indians had had their lodgings. Here
they saw a clay pot and barbacoas which they had prepared.62
From this position the coast runs SE a distance of one-half mile.
[At 10:45 Celi departed this position, skirting the shoreline
“a little more than a musket shot” away, until he approached
a point of land which he called Morillo, now Gadsden Point.]
From this point the coast runs north for three quarters of
a mile, and passing along it, I presently came upon the two
canoes of the Indians drawn ashore. They were there with three
piles of deer skins laid out, and another two piles of meat, including bear of said earlier discovery. The Indians, who in
all were ten in number (eight men and two boys), were drawn
up around a camp fire. At this point I approached land to
load firewood which our crew had already cut; my captain had
ordered me to pass by here on my return. I asked the Indians
by signs if they knew where our crew had cut the wood. It
seemed impossible to resolve this matter without all submitting
themselves to questioning, and realizing this, I continued traveling along the shore on the course and distance I have stated.
At this point I unexpectedly found the firewood along the
shore of the bay near some juniper trees. I pulled up to load
the longboat and went ashore to complete for the chart the
distance at which I saw Punta Montalbo. I thereupon observed
it at an angle of 11o 15’, 4th quadrant, a distance of one-half
mile. This bearing served to consolidate the chart of the bay
of Aguirre. At 4:00 P. M. I departed this shore for our vessel
with the loaded longboat, arriving at 4:30.
Night fell with the sky filled with light, swift-moving clouds,
and by midnight it was all closed in. At 2:00 A. M. a violent
squall struck with the wind from the WNW, followed at 3:30
62.

Velasquez, Spanish and English Dictionary, 97 defines Barbacoa: (1)
barbecue, meat roasted in a pit in the earth; (2) a framework suspended from forked sticks. Thus, two choices of meaning are open to
the translator. The first carries with it the inference that the Indians
departed in such haste that they left their prepared food behind; the
second does not necessarily infer this.
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by a heavy rain squall and the same wind. Presently this wind
moderated, the rain only, continuing.
Friday, the 29th. Dawn came with complete overcast and
rain; I therefore delayed setting forth on my mission. At 11:30
A. M. the sky began to clear and the rain to forsake us. At
noon the wind from the NW increased and created rough seas.
At this time a canoe arrived alongside with the Indians, who
carried their necessary equipment for deer hunting. This consisted of their guns, ammunition, and four hollow deer skulls
so prepared that they retained their antlers and had some small
cords inside which made the ears move about. They say that
they serve as a lure for attracting the deer within gun shot.
There were in all seven men and one boy about eight to nine
years of age. They said that they had left one man and one
boy guarding a supply of food with which they were going to
relieve the hardship of the Uchises Indians63 of this coast on
the other side and south of the bay. (All of this was confirmed
on the Sunday past when we were on the survey of the Rio San
Julian y Arriaga and we saw camp-fires on this coast.) As before,
my captain received and treated the Indians kindly. That night
they slept aboard our vessel, and he provided a sail from the
xebec so that they might be sheltered.
Saturday, the 30th. Dawn came with the horizons and sky
clear and the sea rough, although the wind was somewhat less,
being favorable from the WNW. At sunrise the captain ordered
that gunpowder, bread, corn, and rum be given to those Indians who were going on the hunt. One of them remained in
order to go to the place where they had their provisions, and
where he also had his damaged canoe. He asked the captain if
he would give the order for his crew to repair it.
[At sunrise Celi and his party departed the xebec in the
long boat to continue their assignment. Sounding frequently,
they charted the depths and configuration of the shoreline,
noting Punta Montalbo (Catfish Point), Punta Gonzalez (probably Mangrove Point), and Punta Gago (probably an unnamed
key just north of Camp Key) in his Diario and on his chart.
63. See Frederick W. Hodge, Handbook of American Indians North of
Mexico, 2 vols. (Washington, 1910), II, 1003-07, passim, under the heading of Yuchi; see also Simpson, Florida Place Names of Indian Derivation, 7-8. Celi’s spelling as Uchises is not significant; the name of this
tribe was spelled many ways.
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Parenthetically, he further noted: “All of this coast is made up
of inlets and keys which I have outlined on the chart.“64 In
the course of this examination Celi discovered the edge of a
shoal which subsequent bearings and soundings established as
the vast middleground of Tampa Bay which he called Plazer
(Placer) de San Thelmo . 65 Each of the aforementioned points,
along with earlier established landmarks, figured in the delineation of the shoreline and the location. of the soundings shown
on the chart. They returned to the xebec at nightfall.]
[After Holy Mass Sunday Celi and his crew again set forth
in the longboat to continue his soundings on the east side of
the bay and south of Interbay Peninsula. Some three days were
required to complete the soundings and configuration of the
shoreline to a position about one league southwestward of Punta
Gago, where Celi placed a stake as a reference marker. The
xebec had meanwhile proceeded outbound to a position some
five miles to the eastward of Point Pinellas.]
[Tuesday, the 3rd— day of Santa Cruz— dawned with clear horizons and sky, a calm sea, and a favorable wind from the SE.
Again observing Mass on this Holy day at 6:15 A. M. the
xebec set sail and proceeded with the longboat in the lead to
a position a scant three miles southeastward from Point Pinellas and there anchored. At 8:30 the longboat was ordered ashore
with an assortment of pipes and casks to a nearby watering
place— presumably the one previously discovered by the carpenter and the two seamen— to which Celi gave the name:
Aguada de San Francisco. Celi described it: “This is a lake
which has a mouth closed to the beach, and it appears that
during high water it would probably run like the mouth of a
river.“66]
Inasmuch as the moon was in opposition this day, I tested
the amount of rise and fall of the tide. At 1:30 P. M. it was
64.

The latter part of his statement is true only in a limited sense, as Celi
noted the mouth of the Little Manatee and Manatee Rivers, and the
entrance to Sarasota Pass as virtually unrecognizable indentations on
his chart. He neither documented these bodies in his text, nor did he
sketch them on his chart. See Celi’s chart and Chart 1257.
65. Ibid.
66. Ibid. These two charts and this passage of the text suggest that Celi
was referring to present Lake Maggiore which then may have had another outlet— one to the southwestward— perhaps present Frenchman’s
Creek, then in its original state. No doubt they named this “watering
place” after their vessel.
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high tide; whereupon I experienced an increase of (two-thirds
of a yard.67 At 3:00 the longboat arrived with nine casks of water,
and at 3:45 it returned for more. Evening came on us with the
same weather, and at 11:30 at night the longboat returned a
second time with seven more casks and the small barrels.
Wednesday, the 4th. Dawn came with clear horizons and
sky, the sea smooth and wind favorable from the SSE, at which
time I departed the vessel with the longboat to proceed with
my mission. I went toward the position where I left the stake
marker on the coast. I steered ENE and E by N, arriving at
6:00 A. M. From here I observed a point at an angle of 23°,
3rd quadrant, a distance of three miles. At 8:30 I stopped on
the shore to prepare to eat and to cut a small spar about five
yards in length for the arms of a cross, which spar is seen to be
suitable for use with the old mizzenmast. This cross is to be
erected on the south point of the island of San Blas.
At 11:00 A. M. I departed this position and observed another point at the angle of 33°, 3rd quadrant. The wind shifted
to WSW as a seabreeze, and presently to SW. The wind was so
strong that no headway could be made using oars and sail.
This was occasioned by meeting this wind and tide together;
the crew (therefore took to the water near the land and among
the shoals of this coast, leading the boat along. At 3:00 P. M.
deeper water was found, and the crew re-embarked and took to
the oars. At 4:45 I arrived somewhat beyond this point, which
I called Punta de Trabajos (Piney Point),68 and from here the
coast runs at an angle of 27°, 3rd quadrant, a distance of one
mile. I arrived here at 6:00 P. M. and noted the very bad appearance of a squall in the fourth quadrant and the strong wind
from the SW; on this passage the squall caught me. Endangered
by it, I stopped in said position, which was verified at 7:30 at
67. Celi stated that the moon was in opposition, therefore the spring range
of the tide would have prevailed. See Bowditch, American Practical
Navigator, 377, 948. U. S. Coast & Geodetic Survey Tide Tables, East
Coast of North and South America (1967), 237 gives a spring range of
two feet for Point Pinellas (No. 3085), hard by the former “Watering
Place of San Francisco.” Celi’s measurement of two-thirds of a yard
(vara), or twenty-two inches, is therefore very close to the present-day
spring range of two feet. Certain man-made impediments— the Sunshine skyway causeway, for example— might well account for this
minor discrepancy.
68. Celi chart and Chart 1257. Punta de Trabajos: a good free translation
is “Hardship Point.”
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night. A heavy squall came on us with wind and rain from
NNW, veering to NW. At 10:00 the rain stopped and the wind
moderated; I then hastened to bear away from among the shoals,
but was unable to succeed until high tide. At 10:30 the rain
returned, which lasted until 2:00 A. M., at which time I was
able to go forth from among the shoals. I was detained until
daylight in this position, which I called Noche Triste.69
[Dawn came Thursday, the 5th, with cloudy horizons and
sky. The weather soon improved, however, as the wind shifted
to SE and the skies cleared. With this, Celi and his crew continued to survey the southeastern shore of Tampa Bay. He described a cove at the extremity of which was a large inlet;70
he stated that the coast was formed by keys and inlets. He
completed the configuration of the coast of the bay by naming
a point El Quemado (Mead Point), locating the nearby mouth of
another large inlet,71 and finally, by locating and naming Punta
Arboleda (Bean Point). His arrival here at 7:30 A. M. virtually completed his survey. One hour later he boarded the xebec
which, meanwhile, had proceeded by various tacks to an anchorage about one-half mile eastward of Egmont Key. Celi and
his crew remained aboard the rest of the day.]
Friday, the 6th. Dawn came with the same clear horizons and
sky, smooth sea, and fair wind from the WNW. At 5:00 A. M.
the following men went in the longboat to the island of San Blas
(Egmont Key): Don Lino Morillo, Chaplain Don Agustín
Fogasa, the accountant, and I, to erect on the south point of
this island the Most Holy Cross, which was consecrated and set
upright in this position. (Which was where I began to sketch
and to measure for the chart of this great Bay of Tampa, newly
called San Fernando.) The xebec saluted it with five salvos and
dipped the flag at the stern.
At 7:00 we returned alongside and the captain ordered me
to proceed with the longboat to again examine and sketch the
channel between San Blas and Key Velasco. After leaving the
vessel, the contrary winds and opposing current would not allow
69. Ibid. Noche Triste: “Sorrowful night;” probably the shoals of Harbor
or Mariposa Keys or those near Two Brothers or Joe Island.
70. Ibid. This was probably the mouth of the present Manatee River or
Terra Ceia Bay which apparently was not examined to any extent by
Celi, if at all.
71. Ibid. Probably the north end of Sarasota Pass.
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me to proceed; I therefore returned to the vessel. The remainder of the day the wind continued as a seabreeze from the WSW.
Night came on us with this same weather, and at 7:00 in
the evening the captain resolved a matter of consequence on
which the following unanimously agreed: my captain, Don
José Jiménez; Don Lino Morillo; Don Francisco Maria Celi;
Don José Gonzalez; and the accountant, Don Rafael Jiménez.
This decision, that it be henceforth of record, was twofold: inasmuch as the pilot72 stated that by way of the channel which
runs between San Blas and Velasco there was a shoal to seaward
outside to the west on which he had seen the sea break on
other trips he had made. All of which he reported to us, realizing the dangers of being caught to leeward with the xebec and
of being stranded on the shoal by the failing winds and current. In such a case there would be no recourse. So therefore,
we are taking into consideration that I and Don Lino Morillo
went outside with the longboat until almost out of sight of
San Blas and on this day found a scant two fathoms. I thus
discovered farther offshore that the channel continued its shoaling appearance.73 For that reason, therefore, all of us of the
said council came to the decision to depart from this Great
Bay (having weather suitable for the purpose) by the same
channel through which we entered, and to consider the channel between San Blas and Key Velasco as not useful because of
the aforesaid obstacles. With this determination, I formed on
the chart what appears as a deep hole or bay, to which I gave
the name of San Tiburcio. 74
72.
73.

74.

Celi, the principal pilot on this survey, once again refers to himself
in the third person.
Celi used the word blanquisar [blanquizar], meaning “clay white appearance” in describing what he considered continuing shoal water.
This characterization is appropriate as the gulf becomes “milky” in
the area in question to this day during and after heavy seas caused
by strong onshore winds. This appearance, however, is not per se an
indication of excessively shoal water, which fact might well have led Celi
to an erroneous conclusion. This statement is based on the personal
experiences of the translator as a former seafarer and present pilot in
the area.
This, in effect, demonstrated on Celi’s chart that this channel was
closed to the deep water of the Gulf of Mexico. This was based on
two unsuccessful attempts to completely and thoroughly sound and
survey this passage and perhaps the misleading appearance of the
boisterous waters farther offshore. Thus, the conclusions of the officers
of this expedition might have been in error. See Ware, “A View of
Celi’s Journal of Surveys and Chart of 1757,” 19-21 and Celi’s chart
opposite p. 14.
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Saturday, the 7th. Dawn came this day with cloudy horizons
in the second quadrant, the others clear, and a favorable wind
from NE. At 5:00 A. M. we set sail from this Bay of Tampa,
newly named San Fernando, its entrance situated in latitude
27° 40’ and longitude 290°, based on the meridian of Tenerife,
bound for the port of San Cristobal de la Havana75 in latitude
23° 10’ and longitude 291° 10’,76 We steered S by E for a distance of one mile with depths of [nine to six] fathoms. We bore
away to the leeward, steering SW by S, considering that we had
now sailed past the shoal inside of San Blas. Thus, Punta de la
Cruz (south end of Egmont Key) bears WSW, a distance of
one-half mile, the north point of the isle of León south, a distance of one mile; and there are depths of [two and one-half and
three] fathoms. Being now NNW and SSE with Punta de la
Cruz, the xebec steered SW 2° W, giving a wide berth to the
shoal of the island of León, a distance of two and one-half miles,
and also to Punta de la Cruz. We tried to keep ourselves in
the middle of the channel, wherein was sounded [four and onehalf and three and one-half] fathoms, until we were east and
west from the island of León at a distance of two and one-half
miles and from the aforesaid point three miles. We steered
SW by S in depths of [five to six] fathoms for one and onehalf miles from a position where we considered we were already
beyond the channel. I then observed Punta de la Cruz at NE,
a distance of five miles, and the south point of León E 5° NE,
a distance of four and one-half miles.
At 7:00 A. M. we set our course, steering SSE; at 11 the
wind shifted to WSW as a seabreeze. At noon I observed Boca
de Zarrazote (Sarasota Pass) ENE, a distance of eight miles,
from which bearing our course was set. Until noon the day’s
75. See Bradley, Havana: Cinderella’s City, 21-23, passim. The name, San
Cristóbal de la Havana, was intended variously to honor the saint, the
discoverer, and the Indian tribe known as the Habanas. It is thought
to have been founded on or about July 25, 1515, on the south coast
of Cuba near what has since become Batabane, being moved to a
location on the north shore of Cuba near the mouth of the Almendares River before its final move to its present location in about 1519.
76. The difference of longitude as indicated by Celi’s coordinates for
Tampa and Havana is 1° 10’ or 70’ of arc. Bowditch, American Practical Navigator, 1066, 1070, gives the longitude of Egmont Key lighthouse (entrance of Tampa Bay) as 82°46’ west and that of Havana as
82°21’ west. The actual difference of longitude then is 25’, which
varies considerably from Celi’s figure of 70’. This is further evidence
that Celi was unable to determine his longitude.
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run has been according to the adjoining table,77 wherein are
the soundings of the bottom and its character for each hour.
Midday of the 7th to the 8th day, Sunday noon. The horizons are cloudy, sea calm, and the wind favorable from W by S,
as we steer SE. At 3:00 P. M. the wind shifted to NW and at
5:00 we steered SSE 5° E, in order to stay in the same depth.
Night came with this same weather except that the horizons
are now clear. At 9:30 P. M. we steered SE, as the wind had
veered to NNW. At 12:30 we steered SSE, wind NNE. This
night we have had rather rough seas from midday until daybreak.
Dawn came Sunday with cloudy horizons and the aforementioned wind. At sunrise a widespread mist arose, clearing at
7:00, and at 10:00 the wind became somewhat more favorable.
This day has come with a difference by dead reckoning to that
by observation of thirty minutes to the south,78 which I have
considered as current to the SSW. I am also taking into consideration that they issued forth from the entrances of the cove
or bay of Carlos, through which position the shoal of Marquesa
Key was bearing SW by S, a distance of fifteen and two-thirds
leagues.
Midday of the 8th to the 9th day, Monday noon. I proceeded on a course of S by E with the same weather, but with
choppy northwesterly seas from the fresh northerly wind. At
2:00 P. M. the vessel steered S by W, until at 3:00 she steered
SSW, keeping in the depths expressed in the adjoining tables.
Night came with the same clear weather, fresh wind from
NNW, and rough seas. At this time sail was shortened in order
to be able to sound occasionally. At 7:45 P. M. ten fathoms with
mud bottom was sounded. Noting that the depth had been
shoaling, and believing that we were now in the vicinity of Key
Marquéz bank, we moved toward it until our heading was W
by S.79 We maintained this until we encountered depths of
77. These tables have been omitted, but are part of the complete Celi
manuscript in the P. K. Yonge Library of Florida History, University
of Florida, Gainesville, and in the Florida Historical Society Library,
University of South Florida Library, Tampa.
78. Thirty minutes of latitude or 30 miles— a significant difference.
79. The text of the Diario shows W by N. This does not agree with the
log sheet tabulation, which gives W by S. In addition to which, a
course of W by N would be away from Marquesa Bank, rather than
toward it from the relative position of the xebec at the time in
question. W by S is therefore presumed to be the correct heading.
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thirteen and fifteen fathoms; whereupon the xebec was steered
the courses as shown in the table. At this time we accordingly
bore away from hour to hour and suitably maintained the depth
until 2:00 A. M., when twenty-six fathoms with coarse sand bottom was found. At this time we considered that we were out
of the mouth of the channel between Marquéz Key and the
Tortugas. From the southern edge of this sounding we steered
south, altering course to S by E 2° E at 3:00 A. M., heading
toward the coast of Havana.
I have corrected the courses and distances expressed in the
table up to 2:00 A. M., being on the southern edge of the bank,
with the following results: I have made good a course of 32°,
3rd quadrant for a distance of sixty-one miles; have made thirty
miles of leeway, a difference of latitude of fifty-three miles, and
a difference of longitude of zero degrees, thirty-two minutes.
From the foregoing, I find the latitude of arrival80 by dead reckoning to be 24° 30’ and longitude 290° 10½ ‘, from which position I also find that we have not had any current. This is verified by the aforesaid work, and the customary practice of
depending on the aforementioned bank.81 From 2:00 A. M. until
midday the table indicates that no observations could be made
because the sky was covered by fast moving clouds. From the
dead reckoning position I find that I am situated more to the
westward of the entrance of Mariel, which is SSE, thirteen and
two-thirds leagues away. In this regard, and not having taken
into consideration the current, even though I have made many
trips on this passage, I have found that it has dropped off, or
flows from east to southeast.
Midday of the 9th to the 10th day, Tuesday noon. The sky
and horizons are heavy with scud and the sea boisterous from
the northeast breeze. Our course is S by E 3° E, proceeding toward the coast. At 1:00 P. M. land was sighted, which was
recognized as the mountains of Jaruco, bearing S by E, a distance of six leagues. We later sighted the peaks of Managuas
to the south; we then bore away toward the port, and at 5:30
P.M. we entered between Morro Castle and the Point. At 6:00 we
80. That is, arrival at this known position.
81. This practice would apply to any bank or shoal, the depth and position of which are known and have been identified on the chart.
Depth curves and gradients are frequently used today in such a manner,
along with other factors to determine a vessel’s position.
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passed alongside the flagship, to which we gave cheers. We anchored in the Port of Havana in five and one-half fathoms opposite the Quay of Light, 82 and with the grace of God and the
Most Holy Virgin arrived with all happiness.
82. Chart 307 shows to this day, Quay of Light or Espigón No. 1 & 2,
thought to be in the same general area as the one referred to by Celi.
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THE LABOR LEAGUE OF JACKSONVILLE:
A NEGRO UNION AND
WHITE STRIKEBREAKERS
by J ERRELL H. S HOFNER *

the Florida lumber industry quickly
A recovered and Wexpanded
until it became a major factor in
FTER THE

C IVIL

AR

the state’s economy. Yellow pine lumber and heavy timber was
being shipped from Florida to domestic, European, and Latin
American ports in large quantities by 1873. In that year twenty
sawmills near Jacksonville employed hundreds of laborers. Lumber was surpassed only by tourism in relative importance to the
city’s economy. City leaders were predicting prosperity and
growth on the basis of an expanding lumber industry and tourist trade. In April, 6,660,000 superficial feet of lumber was
loaded on schooners and a few steamers at the Jacksonville
docks. About one-fifth of it went to foreign ports.1 Because of
the city’s rapid growth, contractors also constituted a major
market for Florida’s lumber.2 City and county taxes were high,
however, and the tourist trade tended to drive living costs higher
in Jacksonville than in other parts of the state.3
The Florida lumber mills paid better wages than the state’s
agricultural employers, but not enough to offset the frequent
layoffs and the higher cost of living around the port city. Hours
were long when the mills were operating and workers received
no compensation during the frequent idle periods. Because of
the open power saws and somewhat unreliable steam boilers,
the work was hazardous. Although there were both black and
white laborers, most of the skilled jobs were filled by whites
and nearly all of the unskilled workers were Negroes. Blacks
constituted a large majority of the entire work force.
*

Mr. Shofner is associate professor of history, Florida State University.

1. Jacksonville Tri-Weekly Republican, April 15, 1873; Tallahassee Weekly
Floridian, May 13, 1873.
2. Savannah Morning News, July 31, 1873.
3. Jacksonville Florida News, May 4, 1873; Tallahassee Weekly Floridian,
March 25, 1873; William Watts to Menefie Huston, March 20, 1874,
Menefie Huston Papers, P. K. Yonge Library of Florida History, University of Florida, Gainesville.
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National labor organizing efforts and a series of Negro conventions in the late 1860s had attracted considerable attention
from Florida Negro leaders. Partially political in nature and
purpose, the conventions were concerned with improvement of
labor conditions through collective action. Reluctance of
white labor unions to accept blacks was duly noted, and Negro
leaders realized that separate organizations were necessary. Black
Floridians agreed with this policy and urged collective action
for the economic advancement of their race. They were most
successful in organizing stevedores and other workers in and
around the port towns and least successful in the agricultural
areas. The mill workers around Jacksonville formed the Labor
League in the early 1870s to promote their mutual interest by
common action.4
Unable to sustain themselves on the wages prevailing at
Jacksonville in 1873 and dissatisfied by the long hours and
hazardous working conditions, the Labor League members decided on an action program to redress “relations now existing
between capital and labor in this vicinty” which they believed
to be “unequally and unjustly balanced.” Inadequate compensation and hours too long to “allow the laborer that recreation
and rest the laws of his nature demand” were major causes
for complaint. At a much publicized meeting, the League voted
to demand a minimum wage of $1.50 a day for unskilled labor,
and a ten-hour day as a normal working day, and to do everything in its power to establish these standards in Duval County.5
An executive committee was appointed to meet with mill owners and try to negotiate satisfactory arrangements.
In reporting the meeting and its resolutions, the conservative Tallahassee Floridian commented that “capital will be able
to hold its own in this country for many a day yet. And shall
we say that it ought to be otherwise?“6 Mill owners insisted
that the laborers’ demands were unjustified. No one averaged
ten hours a day, they argued; even though the work day began
at six o’clock in the morning and lasted until nearly sunset, there
was ample time for rest during the dinner hour and the almost
4. Charles H. Wesley, Negro Labor in the United States, 1850-1925 (New
York, 1927), 161-87; Washington New National Era, January 13, 1870.
5. Tallahassee Weekly Floridian, May 27, 1873.
6 . Ibid.
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daily changes of saws. The Floridian also pointed out that the
“utility of strikes is doubtful. It is easy to replace mill workers
whose skills are not advanced.“7
Despite the explanations and warnings, nearly all of the
black mill workers walked off their jobs when the employers
refused to accept the Labor League’s demands. By June 7, 1873,
seventeen mills were idle and three remained open only with
difficulty. One was using a small crew to complete an important
order, one had a mixed crew at nearly full strength, and the
other was operating with an all-white force.8
Picket lines were set up and excitement reached a high
pitch in the town, but strike leaders cautioned their followers
against violence. Several mill operators, nevertheless, called for
police protection for workers who desired to cross the lines. City
officials complied. The picket lines were only partially successful
and, as the strike dragged on for several days, there were a few
attempts to coerce workers who refused to support the strike.
Several strikers were arrested for attacking a man and his
family and damaging their home because he continued to work.
They were brought to trial but acquitted of all charges by a
mixed jury.9
Like most unions all over the country at the time, the Labor
League had no strike fund and its members were unable to subsist long without employment. Many of them found jobs in the
woods cutting railroad ties while others sought work in Fernandina where labor was needed. Because there was a backlog of
lumber already awaiting shipment when the strike began, the
dock workers remained busy loading schooners as they arrived.
Meanwhile, the mill owners were hiring white laborers to replace the striking Negroes.10
By late June the strike was generally recognized as a failure.
Most of the leaders had left Jacksonville and sought employment elsewhere, and most of the mills were back in operation.
Gradually the strikers drifted back to work at the former pay
rates and hours. But many were turned away because their jobs
7. Ibid.
8. Savannah Morning News, June 3, 1873; Tallahassee Weekly Floridian,
June 3, 10, 1873.
9. Savannah Morning News, June 27, 1873.
10. Tallahassee Weekly Floridian, June 10, 1873.
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had been filled by both black and white strikebreakers during
their absence.11
Comparatively little acrimony and violence accompanied
the strike. The mill operators and the conservative press opposed it, but the latter repeatedly acknowledged the laborers’
right to reasonable compensation. At the same time, strike
leaders were careful to avoid violence against those who refused
to respect the picket lines. The strike failed because there were
many able men willing to fill the jobs which required little
training to perform. There was little awareness in post-Civil
War Florida of a rigid division of society between capitalists
and laborers. The division along racial lines was much more
prominent. Whites who heeded work had little regard for the
Labor League which was composed of Negroes. But, blacks
also violated the picket lines because of economic need as well
as a disregard for the labor organization and its use of the
strike to enforce its demands. Within a few months most of
the mills were idled by the Panic of 1873 and ensuing depression which reduced demands for Florida lumber for a while.
After that happened, people were happy to accept jobs at any
wage and the Labor League was unable to continue.12
Despite its failure to achieve immediate goals, the Labor
League strike of 1873 is still significant. It was undertaken by
an organization of recently freed blacks who joined together
at considerable economic risk to improve their situation by a
method which was only beginning to be used by laborers caught
up in industrial changes all over the United States. Laborers
were having little success anywhere at the time and 1873 was
an especially bad year for organized labor in the country. And,
probably because Negroes were still able to vote, the strike
attracted attention in the Florida legislature. An 1875 enactment declared that ten hours was to be regarded as a normal
working day unless there was a specific contractual agreement
11. Fernandina Observer, June 28, 1873; Tallahassee Weekly Floridian,
July 1, 1873; Savannah Morning News, June 27, 1873.
12. J. C. Greeley to H. S. Sanford, October 15, 1873, microfilm of Henry
S. Sanford Papers, P. K. Yonge Library of Florida History; Aaron
Marvin to Edward M. L’Engle, November 17, 1873, Edward M. L’Engle
Papers, Southern Historical Collection, University of North Carolina
at Chapel Hill: Tallahassee Weekly Floridian, September 30, 1873; St.
Augustine Examiner, October 4, 1873; Savannah Morning News, July
31, 1873.
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stating otherwise. Work beyond ten hours was to be rewarded
by additional compensation.13
The activities of the Labor League furnished a good example
of the recently freed slaves’ willingness to help themselves as
long as they enjoyed a measure of the rights of citizenship. The
mill workers did not go hat-in-hand to a paternalistic employer
for favors. With the self-respect and dignity of honestly-laboring
free men, they undertook a collective action to obtain reasonable compensation for their labor just as other men were doing
in other places and in other kinds of employment at the time.
And, in a section of the country where Negroes have often been
excoriated by white workers for acting as strikebreakers, the
defeat of the Labor League provided at least one example of a
Negro union’s efforts being thwarted by white scabs.14
13. Laws of Florida, 1875, 68-69. This was a modest provision since the
eight hour day was a major goal of labor unions of the period.
14. Wesley, Negro Labor in the United States, 160; F. Ray Marshall, Labor
in the South (Cambridge, 1967), 58-70; Herbert R. Northrup, Organized
Labor and the Negro (New York, 1944), 178.
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TACATACURU AND THE SAN PEDRO DE
MOCAMO MISSION
by J ERALD

T.

M ILANICH *

D

R . W ILLIAM R. B ULLARD of the Florida State Museum and
this author made an archeological survey of Cumberland
Island, Georgia, in June 1970, primarily to locate prehistoric Indian village sites.1 An extensive shell midden area displaying Spanish and historic Indian ceramics was found, and a preliminary surface collection was made. In the next several weeks more samples
of surface material were secured, and from these artifacts and
from physical characteristics of the site, information regarding
the historic and proto-historic aboriginal occupations of the
island can be derived. It seems likely that this was the site of the
Timucuan village of Tacatacuru, and if so, then it was also the
location of the Spanish mission of San Pedro de Mocamo.
Cumberland is the largest and the southernmost of the
Georgia sea islands located immediately north of Fernandina and
Amelia Island. The presumed Tacatacuru site2 is on the inland
waterway side of the island bordering tidal marshes and Cumberland Sound. The center of the site is 3.6 miles from the northwest tip of Amelia Island. The shell midden runs almost a mile
along the island’s edge, with its south end on the old Thomas
Carnegie family estate of Dungeness.3

* Mr. Milanich is in the department of anthropology, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D. C. Research was carried out concurrently with
the excavation of prehistoric Indian sites on Cumberland Island which
was supported by a National Science Foundation grant.
1.

Dr. William R. Bullard, associate curator in anthropology, Florida State
Museum, Gainesville, accompanied the author on this expedition.
2. Identification of the site of Tacatacuru is not absolute, though extremely
likely.
3. Thomas Carnegie was the brother of Andrew Carnegie of Pittsburg.
Dungeness was built after 1882 when Thomas Carnegie purchased
much of the island. The estate’s name was not new; around 1740
General James Oglethorpe built a hunting lodge with that name on
Cumberland. Between 1786 and 1790 the wife and other heirs of General Nathaniel Greene, commander of the American Revolutionary Army
in the Southern Department, began to build a large estate, also named
Dungeness. Orange and olive groves stood there once, and plantations
of rice, indigo, and cotton, but at the outbreak of the Civil War the sea

[283]

Published by STARS, 1971

57

Florida Historical Quarterly, Vol. 50 [1971], No. 3, Art. 1
284

F LORIDA H ISTORICAL QUARTERLY

Erosion of the site by the tidal action of the sound has exposed numerous small, shell middens scattered along the fourto five-foot high sound bank. From the relative amounts of potsherds lying on the eroded bank and on the sound’s bottom, it
is apparent that the major occupied portion of the site was the
northernmost 300 yards, just north of the Dungeness wharf. The
erosion along this sector has exposed in profile in the bank a line
of nine or ten individual shell piles, each twenty to thirty feet
in diameter and appearing from the surface to have been
circular. These piles, thought to be adjacent to individual house
sites, are evenly spaced about every 100 feet along the bank. Back
roughly 100 feet from the bank is another line of four individual
piles, discernible from the surface as low humps. Undergrowth
makes it difficult to locate more piles in this second line, but
the observed piles, all circular, are parallel to the first line. All the
piles seem to be of uniform thickness, 0.6 to 0.8 foot, and together
suggest a village laid out on an elongated, rectangular grid plan.
Ethnohistorical information regarding the Tacatacuru village and mission is scarce, but it does identify the village inhabitants as Timucuan speakers and gives hints as to the village
location. At the time of first contact in Florida, aboriginal
Timucuan speakers were distributed in a wide northeasterly line
from Tampa Bay to Cumberland Island.4 Several dialects of the
Timucuan language were spoken in this area.5 Although the
dialects seem to have been mutually intelligible, the cultures of
the various tribes differed greatly. Each tribe maintained separate
political systems and did not recognize themselves as subtribes of
the large Timucuan group.
The Timucuan speakers on Cumberland Island were the
Tacatacuru tribe.6 As was often the case among the Indians of
the southeastern United States, the main village took the same
islands were abandoned. Later affluent Northerners began competing
with each other in the acquisition of the islands, and this is when
Thomas Carnegie bought nearly all of Cumberland. For a brief history
of the islands during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries see
Burnette Vanstory, Georgia’s Land of the Golden Isles (Athens, 1956),
163-72.
4. Adelaide K. Bullen, “Florida Indians of Past and Present,” Florida from
Indian Trails to Space Age, 3 vols. (Delray Beach, 1965), I, 317-50.
5. A. S. Gatschet, “The Timucuan Language,” Proceedings of the American
Philosophical Society, XVIII (Philadelphia, 1880), 479.
6. John R. Swanton, The Indian Tribes of North America (Washington,
1952), 144.
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name as the tribe. The Tacatacuru dialect was a separate Timucuan dialect, further confirming the separate tribal status.7 That
a Timucuan dialect was spoken on the island is confirmed by
accounts of a trip to the island by the Spanish governor Pedro de
Ibarra in 1604. He is reported to have been able to use the same
Indian interpreter in his travels from St. Augustine north to
Cumberland Island, the languages in that area being so similar.
Once passing north of the island a new interpreter had to be
employed. 8
Spanish occupation of the island began in 1569 with the
establishment of a Spanish garrison or presidio.9 Previously, European contact was limited to infrequent and temporary visits. It
is known that in 1562 the Frenchman Jean Ribault landed on
the island.10 Throughout 1564-1565, the period when the French
attempted to establish themselves on the St. Johns River, the
French and Tacatacuru were allies.11 After Pedro Menéndez
captured Fort Caroline and set up a garrison at St. Augustine,
the Spanish sought to Christianize the Indians. Jesuit missionaries were sent to Florida for this purpose, but they were not very
successful. When a party of Jesuits led by Father Pedro Martinez
tried to land on Cumberland Island on September 28, 1566,
they were repulsed, and Martinez and three of his companions
were slain by the Tacatacuru.12 The chief of the Tacatacuru was
ordered executed as punishment for the murder of Father
Martinez and the three members of his party and eleven Spanish
soldiers killed on the island.13
The garrison on Cumberland Island was established to prevent
further incidents by the Tacatacuru and to protect communication and supply lines from St. Augustine to the Spanish settlements to the north. Supply ships from Spain did not arrive and
the garrison could not be supported. Adequate clothing and arms
7. Gatschet, “The Timucuan Language,” 479.
8. John R. Swanton, Early History of the Creek Indians and Their
Neighbors (Washington, 1922), 14.
9. Woodbury Lowery, The Spanish Settlements within the Present Limits
of the United States, 1562-1574 (New York, 1905), 289.
10. Swanton, The Indian Tribes of North America, 144.
11. During the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries “Florida” referred to
nearly all of the southeastern United States and portions of Louisiana,
Arkansas, and Texas.
12. Lowery, The Spanish Settlements within the Present Limits of the
United States, 1562-1574, 271-74.
13. Ibid., 289-90.
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Fig. 1. South end of timberland Island.
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for the soldiers were not available, and the buildings fell into
disrepair. In 1570, Pedro Martinez Aviles ordered a reduction
in troop strength at the garrison. 14 Spanish colonists never settled
on the island, and for the next seventeen years there seems to have
been little Spanish-Tacatacuru contact.
After the departure of the Jesuits in 1572, the Franciscan
order received permission to missionize Florida. In 1587 a
Franciscan priest, Father Baltasar Lopez, arrived on Cumberland Island to admister to the Tacatacuru and to establish the
San Pedro de Mocamo mission.16 The island still commanded a
decisive military position, and it was necessary to have the Indians as allies. Father Lopez remained on the island constantly
until 1603 except for a visit to New Spain in 1599, and a journey
to St. Augustine in 1601.16 By 1596 Lopez had been joined by
Fathers Pedro Fernandez de Chozas and Francisco Pareja.17 It is
believed that Pareja wrote his dictionary of the Timucuan language while on Cumberland Island.18 He left San Pedro, and in
1602 he was stationed at the San Juan del Puerto mission on
Fort George Island near present-day Jacksonville.19
The mission was attacked by canoe during the Guale rebellion of 1592.20 The Tacatacuru chief, a Christian convert,
14. Ibid., 356-57.
15. Maynard J. Geiger, Biographical Dictionary of the Franciscans in
Spanish Florida and Cuba, 1528-1814 (Patterson, 1940), 68. Mocamo
is a Timucuan word meaning “on the sea.” The province of Guale to
the north of Cumberland Island was also known as the “Provincia de
Guale y Mocama.” Probably the name was used to refer to the mission
after the Yamassee Indians from Guale moved southward onto Cumberland Island. It first appears on a 1655 mission list. Swanton, Early History of the Creek Indians, 90.
16. Geiger, Biographical Dictionary of the Franciscans in Spanish Florida
and Cuba, 1528-1814, 125.
17. Maynard J. Geiger, The Franciscan Conquest of Florida, 1573-1814
(Washington, 1937), 87-88.
18. A. S. Gatschet, “The Timucuan Language,” Proceedings of the American Philosophical Society, XVI, XVII, XVIII (Philadelphia, 1887,
1888, 1890).
19. Geiger, Biographical Dictionary of the Franciscans in Spanish Florida
and Cuba, 1528-1814, 121.
20. In September 1597 the Guale Indians located along the central and
northern coast of Georgia rebelled against the Spanish priests. This
dispute first arose over Spanish interference with the Guale’s marriage
and inheritance customs. After slaying their own priest, Father Pedro
de Corpa, the Guale united with several other Georgia coastal tribes.
Four more priests were killed and one held captive before the attack
on San Pedro. Finally in October of the same year, Spanish forces
advanced north of Cumberland Island into the rebellious area. It was
not until July 1598, however, that the rebellion ended and the captive
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warned the priests who were able to repel the invaders. For his
efforts the chief, Don Juan, received a letter of commendation
from the Spanish king, 200 ducats, and a daily ration of food
equal to that received by the regular Spanish soldiers.21 After
the attack the island was abandoned for a time, and the priests
withdrew to St. Augustine; the Indians, led by Don Juan, moved
to the San Juan del Puerto mission.22 By February 1598, the
priests had returned to the island.23 In 1603 Governor Goncalco
Mendez de Canço journeyed up from St. Augustine, and was appalled at the dilapidated condition of the mission structure.
Masons, carpenters, and supplies were brought from Florida, and
the church was rebuilt and rededicated. Present at the dedication
on March 10, 1603 were Governor de Canço, Father Lopez, and
Doña Ana, niece of Don Juan and new chieftainess of the island.24
By 1604 Doña Ana had been replaced by Doña Melendez who
greeted the new Florida governor, Pedro de Ybarra, on his
arrival. 25
Father Juan Bautista Capilla was sent to the island in 1605
and remained there two years.26 Another priest, Pedro Ruiz, who
had arrived in 1604, used the mission as a home base for
missionizing excursions into the interior of Georgia.27 The exact
date of the mission’s end is not known. In 1655 the name appears
on a list of Florida missions. 28 Sometime between 1655 and
1675 the Tacatacuru population withdrew from the island,
pushed southward or west by a mixture of Guale and Yamassee
Indians, who were in turn being forced south by the English
and the slave trade.29 A letter from Governor Pablo de Hita

21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

priest freed. A detailed account of the rebellion and the attack on
Cumberland Island is found in Geiger, The Franciscan Conquest of
Florida, 1573-1814, 71-115.
Ibid.. 80-81.
Ibid.; 104-05.
Ibid., 160-63. Archaeological materials from San Juan del Puerto now
undergoing analysis at the University of Florida may confirm the
migration of the Tacatacuru to San Juan.
Ibid., 173.
Geiger, Biographical Dictionary of the Franciscans in Spanish Florida
and Cuba, 1528-1814, 38.
Ibid., 100-01; Geiger, The Franciscan Conquest of Florida, 1573-1814,
173.
Geiger, Biographical Dictionary of the Franciscans in Spanish Florida
and Cuba, 1528-1814, 125.
Swanton, The Indian Tribes of North America, 144.
Geiger, Biographical Dictionary of the Franciscans in Spanish Florida
and Cuba, 1528-1814, 129.
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Salazar to the Spanish king, March 8, 1680, mentions two Yamassee settlements, with a total population of 100 persons, on Cumberland Island.30 The mission’s name does not occur on Calderon’s 1675 list of missions, though a new mission, San Felipe, is
cited as being on the island. 31 The last documented account of
the mission is a reference that in 1690 two priests, Francisco de
Rojas and Leon de Lara, were sent to the island.32 At this time
Spain’s hold on East Florida was weakening and within fifteen
years the entire Florida mission system had collapsed.
From the accounts of the Guale invasion of the island it is
apparent that the mission was south of the north end of the
island, but just how far south is not indicated. One account
places the mission one league north of two mission stations
thought to have been on Amelia Island.33 This description would
place the mission at its presumed location. Another suggested
location two leagues north of the mouth of the St. Marys River
would place the mission somewhat farther north.34
Because of the lack of large deposits of historic Indian and
Spanish materials elsewhere on the island, it seems permissible to
locate Tacatacuru near the Dungeness wharf where such materials
exist in great quantity. The water depth at this point is
thirty feet, a sufficient depth for the Spanish brigantines to dock.35
30. Lucy L. Wenhold, transl., “A 17th Century Letter of Gabriel Diaz
Vara Calderon, Bishop of Cuba, Describing the Indians of Indian Missions of Florida,” in Smithsonian Miscellaneous Collections, XCV, No.
16 (Washington, 1936), 10. It seems probable that with the intrusion
of the Yamassee the San Pedro mission was renamed San Felipe. In a
1680 list the new mission was listed as San Felipe de Athuluteca,
while in 1643 the old mission had been listed as San Pedro Athuluteca.
See Swanton, Early History of the Creek Indians, 322. Surface collections from the island suggest that the Tacatacuru village and a
later Yamassee occupation were in the same immediate area, ceramics
from the two cultures being found together. The documentary and
archaeological information both suggest that the San Pedro mission was
rededicated as San Felipe with the name “Althuluteca” being used
at times for both missions. Excavations would be useful in determining
if both churches were one and the same.
31. Geiger, Biographical Dictionary of the Franciscans in Spanish Florida
and Cuba, 1528-1814, 65, 98.
32. Ibid., 121.
33. John R. Swanton, Indians of the Southeastern United States (Washington, 1946), 187.
34. United States Coast and Geodetic Survey Map 841-SC, St. Simons Sound
to Tolamato River (Washington, August 1969).
35. John M. Goggin, Space and Time Perspective in Northern St. Johns
Archeology, Florida (New Haven, 1952), 61, 80.
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Large ships were needed to transport supplies and troops on and
off the island. A study of the modern navigation maps of the
inland waterway shows that the wharf area is the only practical
place to bring in sizable cargo vessels. Only one other place,
Brickhill Bluff near the north end of the island, has a harbor that
would have been deep enough for the brigantines. To reach the
bluff, however, ships traveling from St. Augustine would have
to sail the length of the island, then enter the Brickhill River
and sail southward to the harbor. Such a trip seems impractical,
especially in view of the island’s importance to St. Augustine.
The ethnohistorical documentation of the replacement of
the indigenous Timucua by the Yamassee proves to be highly
significant when the pottery types collected at the site are examined. It would be expected that Timucua occupation of the
site would be represented by St. Johns pottery and the historic
Yamassee occupation by San Marcos pottery, two very distinct
ceramic series. St. Johns pottery has elsewhere been correlated
with the Timucuan speakers of the Florida east coast. Two
distinct ceramic series are indeed present at the presumed Tacatacuru site. However, it is a clay or sherd-tempered ware rather
than St. Johns pottery that occurs with the later Yamassee San
Marcos pottery.
This suggests that the Tacatacuru made a sherd-tempered
type of pottery quite different from the Timucuan-speaking tribes
immediately to the south in Florida. Such a situation does not
seem unlikely when the separate tribal status of the Tacatacuru
is considered. Another cultural difference between the Tacatacuru and the St. Johns area Timucua is the pattern of depositing midden refuse. In the St. Johns culture, middens are
large areas of consolidated mounds such as those observed by
Andrew E. Douglass, an archeologist who visited the area in the
1880s.36 The Tacatacuru middens, however, are separate, small
piles. This latter pattern was also observed at prehistoric sites
on Cumberland Island, while the St. Johns pattern can be traced
back nearly 2,000 years on the Florida east coast.
The historic Tacatacuru probably developed culturally out
of a long line of sherd-tempered pottery makers, most likely the
36. Andrew E. Douglas, “Some Characteristics of the Indian Earth and
Shell Mounds of the Atlantic Coast of Florida,” American Antiquarian,
VII (March 1885), 74-82.
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Wilmington-Savannah Tradition found after A.D. 700 on the
Georgia coast.37 Clay or sherd-tempering and the Tacatacuru
midden deposition pattern must be traits which continue on the
Georgia coast into the prehistoric period. Excavated data from
southeastern Georgia is needed to further identify the prehistoric
cultural predecessors of the Tacatacuru.
It is known that the Tacatacuru were Timucuan speakers
who were probably descendants of the Wilmington culture. The
Potano Indians of north-central Florida are also postulated to
have developed out of the Wilmington culture, and it is known
that they also spoke a Timucuan dialect.38 Together, the Potano
and Tacatacuru cases strongly suggest that the prehistoric Wilmington peoples spoke a Timucuan language. If this is true, a
proto-Timucuan language must have been spread over a great
part of the Florida and Georgia coasts as early as A.D. 700.
On the basis of ethnohistorical documentation and archeological survey, the San Pedro de Mocamo mission and the Timucuan village of Tacatacuru are thought to have been located on
the inland side of the south end of Cumberland Island, Georgia.
Ceramic collections suggest that the later mission of San Felipe de
Athuluteca, associated with Yamassee Indians, also was located
there. The Tacatacuru inhabitants of the island did not have
a culture like that of the Timucuan speakers of the Florida east
coast. They differed in pottery manufacture and settlement pattern, the latter indicated by midden deposition. It is likely that
the Tacatacuru evolved out of local southeastern prehistoric cultures, most probably the Wilmington and Savannah. This implies that the prehistoric coastal cultures of Florida and Georgia
both spoke a related Timucuan language. At the time of the
San Pedro mission, there was a Timucuan-speaking population
on Cumberland Island who retained some of their Wilmingtonderived culture traits.
37. Joseph R. Caldwell, “The Archeology of Eastern Georgia and South
Carolina,” Archeology of Eastern United States (Ann Arbor, 1952), 31221. In his paper, “Chronology of the Georgia Coast,” presented at the
annual meeting of the Southeastern Archeological Society in Columbia.
South Carolina, on October 31, 1970, Caldwell presented new radiocarbon dates for the Wilmington and Savannah cultures on the Georgia
coast, dating Wilmington after circa 700 A.D.
38. Jerald T. Milanich, “A Definition of the Alachua Archeological Tradition” (M.A. thesis, University of Florida, 1968), passim.
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JOHN BULL’S STINGINESS IN EAST FLORIDA
by CLAUDE C. STURGILL*

T

that in the British imperial heaven the
scheme of things after 1763 called for the Floridas to become
to the American South what Lake George and Quebec were to
the American North. A brief study of British regiments in St.
Augustine in the eighteenth century demonstrates how military
units were assigned to East Florida.1 Unfortunately the article
brings into print once again, although this time through omission, what is proving to be the myth of the financial plight of
the Floridas during the period of English occupation. Professor
Charles Loch Mowat’s writings also accepted the theory of the
near bankruptcy of the English administration. Hence he wrote:
HERE IS NO DOUBT

This cooperation [between civil-military authorities]
stands out in connection with the finding of quarters for the
troops in the cramped little capital . . . . Grant offered the
Franciscan church and convent for barracks . . . . As a result,
the work, begun in August, 1767, was not completed until
May, 1771 and Gage, harried by a frugal-minded government, had grounds for complaining, “I hope St. Francis Barrack is finished. I was drawn into a Scrape in that affair, first
by Coll. Taylor, and Afterwards by Genl Haldimand, and I
want no more of it.“2
The scholars’ monographs which accept this possibly unintended slur are in tune with the more popular type of historical
writing. A check of many other volumes in the P. K. Yonge
Library of Florida History and the Graduate Research Collection
at the University of Florida reveals that the generally accepted
view of imperial economic policy after 1763 is that the British
were bent on extracting every last possible penny from the
English in North America to apply toward reduction of their
140,000,000 pound sterling national debt and to provide tax
* Mr. Sturgill is associate professor of history, University of Florida.
“British Regiments in St. Augustine, 1763-1784,” El Escribano, St. Augustine Historical Society, VII (April 1970), 41-48.
2. Charles Loch Mowat, East Florida As A British Province, 1763-1784
(Berkeley, 1943), 30.
1.
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relief for the English at home. Yet, there seems to be little
credence given to the possibility that the British were literally
pouring money into the colonies for their defense and well being.
Apparently the instances in Professor John Shy’s book, Toward
Lexington, 3 that detail the construction of frontier military
posts are meaningless except as proof of a rather shortsighted
imperial policy to limit westward expansion. Actually the best
example of this “truism“’ in our century is the widely disseminated work, Henry S. Williams (ed.), Historians’ History
of the World.4 Even Sir John Fortesque’s work on the History
of the British Army does not connect military expenditure in the
North American colonies with colonial economic well-being.5
However, none of these offer historical proof for this generalization that the government was frugal-minded to the point of
stingyness or to the point where the defense of any colony might
be adversely affected. The fiscal accounting records in the Haldimand Papers belie this generally accepted supposition.6 For the
period 1769-1770, the “paid-out” ledgers for East Florida show
a total of: (a) 13,375. 7¾ Spanish dollars (3,216 pound sterling)7
dispensed in the cash disbursement account; (b) 12,517.0½
Spanish dollars (3,123 pound sterling paid by treasury warrants
drawn on General Thomas Gage’s headquarters in New York;
(c) 913.6 Spanish dollars (213 pound sterling) dispensed from
General Haldimand’s contingent account. Of this total outlay of
26,806.4¼ Spanish dollars (6,552 pound sterling), 233,956.2¼
Spanish dollars (5.059 pound sterling) were spent on the renovation of St. Francis Church and convent in St. Augustine so that
it could be converted into a barracks for the troops.
When the following ledgers are compared with similar documents from General Haldimand’s fiscal records for West Florida,
3. John Shy, Toward Lexington (Princeton, 1965).
4. Henry S. Williams, ed., The Historians’ History of the World, 25 vols.
(London, 1965), XXIII, 230-31.
5. John W. Fortesque, A History of the British Army, 8 vols. (London,
1930), III.
6. Haldimand Papers, Canadian Archives, Ottawa, B16; P.K. Yonge Library
of Florida History, University of Florida, Gainesville, microfilm copy
59B.
7. The conversion factor for Spanish dollars is four shillings, 8 pence
equals one Spanish dollar. The problems involved in any attempt to
convert the buying power of the 1770 pound sterling into the buying
power of the 1971 pound sterling and then to convert the current pound
sterling into the 1971 American dollar are too difficult to be realistic.
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AN ACCOUNT OF MONEY DISBURSED AT ST. AUGUSTINE BY BRIGADIER GENERAL HALDIMAND COMMANDING HIS MAJESTY’S FORCES
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NORTH AMERICA BETWEEN THE 24TH DAY OF MARCH 1769 AND 24TH DAY OF MARCH 1770.
Date of Payment

1769
August 17
October 15
1770
March 31

To whom paid and on what account

IN THE

Sums paid in Dollars a 4/8

K

Publick Works
and for Building the St. Franciscan Barrack
To Lieut Smith’s accot. as acting Engineer for Materials etc.
To Lieut Smith’s accot. as acting Engineer for Materials etc.

1
2

3,948. 7½
2,293. 9

To Lieut Moncrieffe Engineer accot for Materials etc.
To John Allen, Carpenters receipt for 33 days.

3
4

4,614
33
10,889.6½

1769

L

Mustering the Troops
To Mr. James Stewart Depy. Commissary of Musters, his passage
from Pensacola to Mobile twice & returning to Muster the
21st. Regiment at 5 Sterilng p.
Trip.
To Mr. James Stewart Depy. Commissary of Musters, his passage
from Pensacola to Mobile twice to muster the 21st. Regiment &
returning at 5 Sterling p. trip.
To Mr. James Stewart Depy. Commissary of Musters, his passage
from Pensacola to St. Augustine & Charlestown to muster
the Troops, 840 Miles

1

42.9

2

42.9

3

64.3
150.1

1769
May 2

M

Stores & Provisions
To Mr. Henry Cunningham Depy. Commissary of Stores
& Provisions p. his account
September 4
To Mr. Henry Cunningham Depy. Commissary of Stores
https://stars.library.ucf.edu/fhq/vol50/iss3/1
& Provisions p. his account

1

99.4

2

87.7

68
1 8 7 . 1

1769
September 9
Nov.

Decemb. 30
Jan 13

1770
March

N

Embarkation & Marching of Troops
Society:
Vol. 50, Number
1 3
To Mr. Ross, his account
for Florida
Landing Historical
Troops at Quarterly,
St. Augustine
2
To Lieut. Landford’s accot. for a Boat, Landing Troops
3
To Corporal McFarlane for Horse hire to Apalachia
4
To Corporal Laskey for ditto. do.
To paid Capt. Rainsford Passage of Men from Pensacola p. rect.
5
6
To paid Mr. Houckman for a Boat, Landing Troops
To paid Arthur Graham Horse hire from Savanah to St. Augustine
with a party of the 21st. Regiment
7
To Major Chisholms accot. paid Robert Harris for
8
two Trips over the Bar, Landing Troops
To John Heitman for Landing Troops & sundry other article p. accot.
9
To George Williams, 5 Days hire of a launch
10
for landing Baggage, Stores, etc.

74.
30.
4
4
49.
36.

3
4
4½
6

71. 6
20. 5¼
16

348. 8¾

O

Contingencies
To Mr. Haileys accot. paid for Postage
To paid John Mason for his Room for a Court Martial
To paid John Spencerman for House Rent
To paid Serg. Stanton Royal Artillery employed Writing
Monthly returns & Copying Genl. Orders in the year 1769
To Lieut Francis Hutheson’s accot. for Sundry expenses
between the 24th. March 1769, 24th. March 1770. 102.2.6 Sterling
To hire of Clerks to Write in the Publick Office between the 25th.
of March 1770, 1 year at 5/Sterling p. day p. receipt
To Expence of mine & Family’s Passage from Pensacola to
St. Augustine in the year 1769.
To hire of an Office, Stationery, Firing & Candles between
the 25th. March 1769 and 24th. March 1770
To Engineer by his Excellence General Gage, being
extra allowance to him

1
2
3
4

32. 4
4. 2
214. 2
39

5

437. 6½

6

386. 8
[Blank in the Manuscript.]

7

518. 3

8

167. 5
1,800. ½
13,375. 7¾

Published by STARS, 1971

69

Florida Historical Quarterly, Vol. 50 [1971], No. 3, Art. 1

LIST OF BILLS DRAWN
Setts Number

Dates

1
2
3

1769
June 22
July 15
Do. 22

4
5
6
7

Augt. 17
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto

8

Ditto

UPON

HIS EXCELLENCY GENERAL GAGE
In Whose Favour

BRIG. GENERAL HALDIMAND ST. AUGUSTINE 1769, 1770

BY

Sums

On What Account

341
104

For Shingles for the Barrack at St. Frans. Convent
For Freight of Do.
for
Do.

82. 5
832
130
91. 1

For
For
For
For

160. 3½

For Work

Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
Sept. 5
Do. 9
Do. 9

Messrs. Hawkins & Powell
Adam Backhop
Lieut. Smith of the
9th. Regiment
Richd. & Caleb Carpenter
Thomas Hanna
William Weir Mason
Leonard Patterson
Carpenter
George Laidler & Son
(Say Wm. Angus)
George Laidler & Son
Ditto
William Wilson
Jesse Fish
Robt. Ross
Fraser & Richardson
Jones & Blackwell
Nath. Brown & Co.
Capt. Wm. Fuller
Robt. Ross

103
229. 3½
97
862.
500
105. 7½
308. 6
300
602. 7
84
75

19

Octr. 10

Robt. Ross

356. 5

20
21
22

Do.
Do.
Do.

Thomas Hanna
William Weir
John Allen

For Lime
Ditto
for
For Lime
Ditto
for
For a large Boat
For Sctanlin & Plank
Ditto
for
Ditto
For timber
for
For Ditto
for
Ditto
For Nails, Pitch & Tar
Ditto
for
For the Public Service Southern District
For boards Shingles etc.
for New Barrack
For Thos. Lamb, Mason’s time
for
Ditto
For Mayr Chissolms Order for landing pt. of 21
Regt. last January
To Sundy. Supplied for the use of the Barrack at
St. Frans. Convent.
For Work
at
Ditto
For Ditto
Ditto
at
For Ditto
at
Ditto
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86.
60.
87.
5600.

2
3
1
3½

his Pay as overseer of the Works at Ditto
to Pay the Artificers & Labourers at Ditto
Materials
Ditto
for
Ditto
for
Ditto
at

Ditto

70

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Nov. 28
1770
Feby. 13
Feby. 14
Mar. 31

David Letsom
56. 1
For Work at the New Barrack at St. Francis Convent
Society: Florida Historical
Vol.
50,atNumber 3
6 0 Quarterly,For
John Horton
Ditto
Do.
Ditto
John Harris
38
For Do. at
John Lochill
For Do. at
Ditto
48
Mathew. Andrews
For Do. at
Ditto
43. 4
84
Ditto
Jones & Blackwell
For Sundrys supplied
150
Ditto
John Allen
For Work
George Ladlier & Son
Ditto
174
For Lime
Lieut. Smith
28. 6
For his pay as overseer of Work at Do.
George Ladlier & Son
Ditto
49. 6
For Lime
Spencer Man
For the Publick Service carrying on in the Southern
500
Dist
Jones & Blackwell
Robert Ross
Thomas Hannay

360
660
181. 2

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

William Lochill
William Weir
Thomas Hannay
Robt. Gowen
John Allen
George Laudler & Son
Ditto
Ditto
Uria Oakes

197. 4
195
593
224. 4
323
79
288
177. 1
500

Do.
Do.

Henry Cunningham
Spencer Man

187
213. 6

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Spencer Man
Jessey Feash
Robert Ross
Spencer Man
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522.
488.
397.
115.
6916.

7
7
7
7
7

Ditto
Ditto
For Work at the New Barrack at the St. Franuscan
Convent
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
Ditto
For the Public Service carrying on in the Southern
Dist.
For his Account as Depty. Commissary of Stores
For the Public Service carrying on in the Southern
Dist.
For Sundrys for the New Barrack at St. Frans. Convent
For Do.
at
Do.
For Do.
at
Do.
For Do.
at
Do.
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a picture of defense expenditure in excess of 61,000 Spanish
dollars (14,233 pound sterling) appears for 1769-1770, and this
year is not exceptional. The magnitude of such an expenditure
is translated into late eighteenth-century buying power, by a
statement attributed often to Charles Dickens: “One hundred
pound Sterling income per year makes a gentleman of any man!”
Exact copies of the texts are presented. Although, for example, Jesse Fish and Jessey Feash appear to be the same man,
there is no evidence that two such men were not on the royal
payroll in 1769-1770. Spelling and punctuation have not been
altered.
1769
Sept. 9

CONTINGENT ACCOUNT AT ST. AUGUSTINE FOR YEARS 1769 & 1770
To Mr. Stewart Muster Travel expense 3 years
150
To Robert Ross Accot. of Expences landing troops
74. 3
To Lieut. Landford Accot. for a boat Stove
30. 4
To Corpll. Mcfarlan horse hire
4

Nov.
1770
March 31 To Captn. Rainsford passage he pd. for 3 soldiers 9th. Regt. 49. 4½
To Henry Cunningham Depy. Commiss. Accot.
Do.
99. 4
To Ditto
Ditto
Do.
87. 7
To Hickman’s Accot. for hire, etc.
Do.
36. 6
To Heallie Pst Master’s Account
Do.
32. 4
Do.
To Arthur Graham horse hire from Savanah
71. 6
Do.
To In. Mason hire for his Room for Genle. C. Martial
4. 2
To Corpl. Lashey for horse hire for a sick man
Do.
4.
Do.
To Spencer Man for house Pent p. Rect.
214. 2
16
Apr.
To John Hawton boat builder for Work p. Bt.
To Lt. Hutcheson Rect pd. Stanton for Writs & Returns
39
Charged Genl Gage folio (9)
913. 6

This last document is a summary list of the foregoing account.
The importance to the civil population and the economic well
being of the colony is indicated by the sum of 10,889.6½ Spanish
dollars or 2,541 pound sterling authorized for “Publick Works.”
Most of this however went for the construction of St. Francis
Barracks to house the British garrison in St. Augustine.
RECAPITULATION OF THE FOREGOING ACCOT. OF MONEY DISBURSED AT
ST. AUGUSTINE, AS ABOVE, BETWEEN THE 24TH. MARCH 1769 AND
24TH. MARCH 1770.
Dollars at 4/8 each
10,889.6½
K
150.1
L
M
187.1
N
348.8¾
O
1,800.0½
13,375.7¾
By a list of bills drawn at St. Augustine on his Excellency General Gage from
Number 1 to 51.
12,515.7½
12,515.7½

To
To
To
To
To

Amount of the Publick Works
Mustering the Troops
Stores and Provisions
Embarkation and Marching of Troops
Amount of Contingencies
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FLORIDA HISTORY RESEARCH IN PROGRESS
This list indicates the amount and variety of Florida history
research and writing currently underway and as reported to the
Florida Historical Quarterly. Doctoral dissertations and masters
theses completed in 1971 are included.
Case Western Reserve University, Cleveland, Ohio
Joseph Adler (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of David
Yulee’s senatorial career.
Florida State University
Edith Day (Ph.D. dissertation)— “A Study of the Inaugural
Addresses of Florida’s Governors.”
James W. Dunn (Ph.D. dissertation— completed)— “The Impact of the New Deal on Florida Politics and Government, 1932-1941.”
Bonnie E. Fennelly (M.A. thesis)— continuing study of
“Negro Education in Florida from 1877-1900.”
James Gaskins (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of “The
Agrarian Movement in Florida.”
Rogers C. Harlan (M.A. thesis)— continuing study of “A
Military History of East Florida during the Governorship of Enrique White.”
Melvin E. Hughes (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of
“The Florida Election of 1928.”
John Humphries (M.A. thesis)— “Crime and Criminal Justice
in Tallahassee, 1910-1940.”
Janice B. Miller (M.A. thesis)— continuing study of “Spanish
East Florida under Governor Juan Nepomuceno de Quesada, 1789-1795.”
David Pingree (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of “Executive Reorganization in Florida.”
Arthur Pollock (Ph.D. dissertation)— “Impact of Florida’s
Politithon on the 1970 State Elections.”
William Warren Rogers (faculty)— continuing study of “Jack
[300]
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Turner: The Negro and Reconstruction in the Deep
South.”
Michael Schene (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of
“The Political Career of Park Trammel in Florida.”
Jerrell H. Shofner (faculty)— “Daniel Ladd of Newport: A
Yankee Entrepreneur in Frontier Florida.”
J. Barton Starr (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of
“The American Loyalists in West Florida, 1775-1785.”
William N. Thurston (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study
of “Maritime Activity in Nineteenth Century Florida.”
J. Leitch Wright (faculty)— continuing study of “Britain and
the American Frontier, 1783-1345.”
Florida Technological University
M. E. Hughes (faculty— Ph.D. dissertation)— “Florida Defection in the 1928 Election.”
Jacksonville University
Joan Carver (faculty)— study of city government in Jacksonville.
Indian River Community College
Eugene Lyon (faculty) and Paul Hoffman (faculty— University of Wyoming)— study of Pedro Menéndez.
Kennesaw Junior College, Marietta, Georgia
Robert H. Akerman (faculty)— continuing study of “Race
Relations and Florida Politics in the 1930s and 1940s.”
Samford University, Birmingham, Alabama
Michael Carter (M.A. thesis)— continuing study of “Jerry
Carter and the Townsend Movement in Florida.”
Wayne Flynt (faculty)— continuing study of “Biography of
Sidney J. Catts.”
Ray Robbins (M.A. thesis— completed)— “The Socialist Party
in Florida, 1900-1914.”
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Santa Maria, Florida
Wyatt Blassingame— study of “The Everglades.”
Sarasota, Florida
Marian Murray— study of “Florida Fossils.”
Stetson University
Betty D. Johnson (faculty)— “Sir Francis Drake’s Capture of
St. Augustine.”
Gilbert L. Lycan (faculty)— study of “Florida in United States
History.”
Malcolm M. Wynn (faculty)— “French Public Reaction to
the Spanish Massacres and Destruction of Fort Caroline
in 1565.”
Texas Tech University, Lubbock, Texas
Thomas D. Watson (Ph.D. dissertation)— “Biography of
William Panton,”
University of Alabama in Birmingham
Jack D. L. Holmes (faculty)— “Pioneer Pensacola Settlers.”
University of Arizona
George R. Adams (Ph.D. dissertation)— “William Selby Harney: Frontier Soldier.”
University of Florida
James Anderson (faculty)— study of the geographic locations
of Florida plantations.
Fred W. Blakey (faculty)— “Conservation and Utilization of
a Vital Mineral: A History of the Phosphate Industry in
Florida”; “Albertas Vogt: The Duke of Dunnellon.”
James T. Brooks (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of
“A Rhetorical Study of the Speaking of Governors Napoleon Bonaparte Broward of Florida, Hoke Smith of
Georgia, and Charles B. Aycock of North Carolina.”
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Elmer W. Bock (faculty)— “Suicide Among the Aged in
Pinellas County.”
Merlin G. Cox (faculty) and Baynard Kendrick— continuing
study of “The Chase Family of Sanford: A History of
Citrus and Vegetable Industries in Florida.”
Manning J. Dauer (faculty)— continuing study of the “Effects
of Reapportionment on the Florida Legislature, 19631971.”
James Dennis (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of “Florida Governmental Reorganization, 1967-1970.”
Robert Eddleman (faculty) and Benjamin Gorman (faculty)—
“Planning and Financing Public Facilities for Rural
People in Florida.”
Charles Fairbanks (faculty)— continuing study of the excavation of slave cabins on Fort George Island.
E. Ashby Hammond (faculty)— study of “Southwest Florida
Fisheries Industry during the Territorial Period.”
Kenneth Hodge (Ph.D. dissertation)— “Forms of Justice in
Two Florida Counties.”
Peter D. Klingman (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of
“Josiah T. Walls: Florida Congressman in Reconstruction.”
Eugene Lyon (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of “The
Crown in Spanish Florida, 1565-1605.”
Judith McMurray (M.A. thesis)— continuing study of the excavation of the Mission of San Juan del Puerta, Fort
George Island.
Bruce Rosen (Ph.D. dissertation)— continuing study of “Development of Negro Education in Florida During Reconstruction.”
Claude C. Sturgill (faculty)— continuing study of “British
Garrisons in Eighteenth-Century Florida.”
Arthur O. White (faculty)— “William N. Sheats and the
Controversy over Booker T. Washington in 1909.”
University of Miami
Aurora Davis (M.A. thesis)— “The Development of Commercial Aviation in Dade County.”
Elliott J. Mackle (M.A. thesis— completed)— “The Koreshan
Unity in Florida, 1894-1910.”
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Charlton W. Tebeau (faculty)— “History of Temple Israel
of Greater Miami.”
University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, North Carolina
Carole W. Troxler (Ph.D. dissertation)— “Migration of Florida
Loyalists.”
University of South Florida
Martin LaGodna (faculty)— continuing study of “Reorganization of the Florida Department of Agriculture,” (Florida Science Monograph Series).
University of Washington, Seattle, Washington
Robert Matter (Ph.D. dissertation)— study of missionaries in
East and West Florida.
University of West Florida
Harriet Deissler (M.A. thesis— completed)— “The Pensacola
Chamber of Commerce, 1939-1950.”
Lucius F. Ellsworth (faculty)— “The Process of Technological
Innovation: A Case Study of the Pensacola Brick Industry
1850-1860.” In cooperation with Pat Dodson, Pensacola.
Laura Gilbert (M. A. thesis)— “Racial Attitudes in Pensacola
Post World War I Period as Shown by the Pensacola News
journal.”
Robert F. Harris (faculty) and Ernest F. Dibble (faculty)—
correspondence on “Pensacola in the Civil War Era.”
Herman W. Odom (M.A. thesis)— “The Court-Martial of
Captain Cazetano Perez, 1813-1814.”
James Polk (M.A. thesis)— “Pensacola Commerce and Industry, 1821-1860.”
Joan Scott (M.A. thesis— completed)— “Santa Rosa County,
1900-1920.”
Dian Shelley (M.A. thesis— completed)— “Creole Colored in
Three Gulf Coast Cities, 1803-1857.”
Barbara Yeaton (M.A. thesis)— “Frank L. Mayes: Pensacola
Newspaper Editor, 1899-1915.”
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University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin
Durward Long (faculty— vice-chancellor)— continuing study of
labor in twentieth-century Florida.
University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming
Robert Hemenway (faculty)— “Biography of Zora Neale
Hurston.”
Paul Hoffman (faculty) and Eugene Lyon (faculty— Indian
River Community College)— study of Pedro Menéndez.
Thomas Kennedy (faculty)— study of the Panton-Leslie Company.
Washington State University, Pulman, Washington
Richard L. Hume (faculty— completed)— “Black and Tan
Constitutional Conventions of 1868.” (Florida Constitutional Convention of 1868).
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BOOK REVIEWS
The Lost Legacy of Georgia’s Golden Isles. By Betsy Fancher.
(Garden City: Doubleday and Co., 1971. 216 pp. Preface, introduction, photographs, epilogue, selected bibliography.
$6.95.)
Perhaps no region in the Southeast has been described more
frequently and with more enthusiasm for its charm than Georgia’s
coast and its off-shore sea islands. The long and rich history of
this area, its unsurpassed natural beauty, and its romantic legends
have been equally attractive to historians, artists, journalists, and
novelists. This book betrays its author as somewhat of a rare combination of all these craftsmen. The narrative embraces some
legend (including stories of a few ghosts of departed natives)
and much history. Unlike its predecessors it presents a convincing plea for the recognition of the ecological significance of
the region and for its preservation from industrial-age predators.
If the purpose of the book is to convey a feeling for the region
which one is not likely to get from other written accounts, the
author has succeeded in a remarkable manner.
Unusually well described is the charm and historical heritage
of Savannah, as well as the Gullah Negro to the southward. His
peculiar dialect, voodoo superstitions, and primitive religious
rites are briefly but adequately recorded. The discussion of Fannie
Kemble and her controversial Journal of a Residence on a Georgia
Plantation in 1838-1839 is a brilliant one. Few historians would
find fault with the methods and standards used to assess the
validity of Miss Kemble’s statements about slavery on Butler’s
Island. The failure of the Civil War “Gideon” experiment to
transform slaves on Hilton Head into responsible freedmen is
described, as is Tunis Campbell’s experiment in black separatism
on St. Catherine’s Island during Reconstruction. A description
of the fabulous millionaire’s club on Jekyll Island completes the
broad scope of the story, but interwoven are romantic stories
about such famous coastal families as the Spaldings, the Coupers,
and the Dents. However, none of these shares the attention devoted to Bessie Jones, the descendant of slaves and one of the
last living authorities on slave songs of the Georgia Coast.

[306]
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The book is written in elegant and flawless style. Since it was
not designed as essentially historical writing, it is presented without footnotes. It has a well selected bibliography of more than
fifty titles. It suffers from the absence of an index, which books
of this nature generally deserve.
JAMES C. BONNER
Georgia College at Milledgeville
Laboratory for Liberty: The South Carolina Legislative Committee System, 1719-1776. By George E. Frakes. (Lexington:
University Press of Kentucky, 1970. xii, 201 pp. Foreword,
appendices, bibliography, index. $12.50.)
The central weakness of this book is a lack of focus. It reputes
to be a study of the South Carolina legislative committee system,
but the author never defines the committees he is describing and
drifts off into a general history of the province, equating most
public actions with committee actions. On page 49 the author
states that it is time to turn “to a detailed examination of assembly committee activity,” but the vagueness continues with the
statement: “The afternoon of June 15 was filled with more committee activity” (p. 51). Six standing committees are referred
to (p. 22), but these are never identified by the author except in
a footnote on page 23 where Roy Smith’s list is mentioned (religion, privileges and elections, grievances, trade, and courts of
justice”). The author believes there were more than two
standing committees but does not name them. On page 27 he
refers to five. The index only adds to the confusion by referring
to the following types of committees: ad hoc, extraordinary,
extrasessionary, joint conference, joint legislative, sessionary,
special, standing, steering, subcommittees, of the whole house.
There is also a tendency to confuse committees with commissions
as on page 64: “The committees’work was implemented by commissioners, constables, and the night watch.”
What was needed was an identification of all committees at
the beginning of the book. At that time a distinction should
have been made between committees of the legislative body and
other bodies such as firemasters, packers, woodmeasurers, com-
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missioners of the streets and of the markets, who were annually
elected by the people of Charleston. Each legislative committee
should have then been described in all of its activities over the
entire colonial period. This would have been difficult, but it
certainly could have been done for the period of the published
records of the Commons House of Assembly, 1736-1750, since
those volumes of South Carolina’s colonial records have been
beautifully indexed and the work of each committee can therefore be followed step by step. The author has gone wrong where
so many go wrong in wanting to tell the full story of the colonial
period rather than concentrating on the particular institution
under observation.
Peter Timothy, C. C. Pinckney, James St. John, and Thomas
Cooper are rather odd members to single out and study. Why
not men who really ran the assembly such as Thomas Lynch
and Christopher Gadsden? But the author was drawn off base
by a weak attempt to comment upon social structure. Nor can
one find much illumination among the voluminous tables in the
appendices. In Table II of Appendix III the parishes have been
divided into geographic areas: central, coastal, northwestern,
northeastern, etc.— and yet all of these areas are still in the lowcountry. This attempt at categorization shows a lack of understanding of the South Carolina region, a lack which seriously
hampers this analysis of the committee system.
University of South Carolina

GEORGE C. ROGERS, JR.

The Jay Treaty: Political Battleground: of the Founding Fathers.
By Jerald Combs. (Berkeley: University of California Press,
1970. xi, 254 pp. Preface, appendices, notes, bibliography,
index. $7.75.)
British seizure of American ships in the West Indies, her retention of posts on American soil in the old Northwest, and her
tampering with the Indians led to an Anglo-American war scare
in the 1790s. The American envoy extraordinary, John Jay, concluded a treaty with Britain in 1794 which Republican critics
promptly denounced as disgraceful. Samuel Flagg Bemis in 1923
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published his classic study of the diplomacy of this treaty based
on intensive research in American, British, Canadian, French,
and Swedish public records. Combs’s approach, however, differs
from Bemis’s.
The emphasis of this study is on domestic politics in the
1790s and its influence on foreign policy. Focusing on the roles
of six key Americans— Washington, Hamilton, Jay, Jefferson,
Madison, and John Adams, Combs argues that these statesmen
agreed that, if possible, the United States should not depend
on Britain, France, or any European nation. All were willing to
exert American power to retain American independence and
dignity. The partisan contention surrounding ratification of the
Jay Treaty, according to Combs, concerned not so much bickering
over a pro-British or pro-French ideology but disagreement over
how best to employ limited American power. The Federalists—
Hamilton, Jay, Adams, and Washington— felt that during American infancy friendly relations with Britain were mandatory because Britain was the only nation capable of destroying the
United States. The Republicans, led by Jefferson, from the start
were willing to risk waging economic and, if necessary, military
warfare against Britain. Hamilton felt this would ruin his financial programs and American industry and cities. The agrarian
Jefferson did not overly worry about destruction of cities.
Combs has extensively used the papers of American politicians and has profited from recent literature concerning the
origin of American political parties. His examination of private
papers of British statesmen gives new insights into British policy,
though in general he is less effective on the British side. This
is a well-researched, provocative work delineating the areas where
the young republic’s leaders agreed and disagreed. His study
effectively depicts the interaction between domestic politics and
foreign policy which is helpful in interpreting not only the
1790s but also Jefferson’s and Madison’s administrations.
J. LEITCH WRIGHT, JR.
Florida State University
Ordeal of Ambition: Jefferson, Hamilton, Burr. By Jonathan
Daniels. (Garden City: Doubleday and Co., 1971. x, 446 pp.
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Illustrations, sources and acknowledgments, bibliography, index. $8.95.)
Ordeal of Ambition must be judged by two sets of canons.
One set applies to the volume as the production of an intelligent
layman, extraordinarily well-read and perceptive, the author
of eighteen books of commentary, recollection, and popular history. Bound by his editorial calling and by temperament to
ruminate on complexities that enmesh persons and events in
the web of contemporary history, Mr. Daniels here turns with
the sure instinct of a newspaper man to a trio of personalities
who were making history over a century and a half ago. Specifically he treats twenty crucial years when the careers of Thomas
Jefferson, Alexander Hamilton, and Aaron Burr interlocked intimately and incessantly.
The story unfolds as these three, different in background, divergent in principles, clash and coalesce in crises on their pathways toward their ambitions. In life each created his own legend.
After their deaths history and public opinion settled them finally
in their places. “Mr. Jefferson is safe on his pedestal Hamilton’s
picture properly graces the American ten-dollar bill. Colonel
Burr, like Lucifer, will never be lifted to the heaven from which
he fell, or was ‘hurled headlong.’ Any attempt to alter their
allotted places now would be a pretentious folly. Yet, it should
be possible to examine the anatomy of their antagonism. That is
what I have tried to do.”
Performing his anatomy Mr. Daniels encounters not only the
great— Washington, Madison, Adams— whose shadows flicker on
the screen but also a host of fascinating minor characters from
Jul, the slavey in a Paris pension, to John Beckley, a neglected
Jeffersonian henchman. These and the Callenders, Swartwouts,
and Wilkinsons give lifelike texture to the fabric, but Jefferson,
Hamilton, and Burr form the pattern in the carpet. Burr, the
enigma, has a special fascination for the author. Smooth, cool,
and unquestionably ambitious, Burr roused contemporaries to
levels of hate and reprisal as few other men. Something— his
charisma perhaps, his suppleness in politics— put them off.
Historians since then have picked at the lock to open Burr’s
secrets. Mr. Daniels comes close to making him the central
character.
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There is nothing of apologetics in this volume: none of the
main characters becomes a saint, or even a hero. As he projects
them against the background of their times the author manages
to tell, entertainingly, a lot of contemporary history— the Whiskey
Rebellion, the election of 1800, the Louisiana purchase, the
“Burr Conspiracy,” and the like. Moreover he discerns and conveys to the reader a sense of inherent personal tragedy, relieved
at times, as all tragedy must be, by touches of the comic or
commonplace. Here, then, is that union of human individuality
with impersonal forces that makes for readable history, a genre
for which the author has a genuine flair.
By traditional scholarly canons the review is briefer. To begin
with the author poses no scholarly problem of a conventional sort.
At the end the “Burr Conspiracy,” for example, is no clearer than
heretofore, and understandably so because the sources are almost
wholly the secondary accounts. As a think piece that invites the
reader to mull over some interesting views, the text contains
expressions a critical scholar might hesitate to voice. Is it allowable to say that Hamilton’s hand was behind the pistol of John
Barker Church, who came within inches of killing Burr in a
duel (p. 199)? Is it quite accurate to say that Jefferson “used”
Callender, the unbridled pamphleteer? Students will find more
than one bone to pick with the author’s conclusions and imputations.
And yet the bold, sweeping approach often conveys a feeling
for the times that scholarly texts do not impart. The very real
fears— now faint in retrospect— of New England secession (pp.
275, 289) set a background for the unrelenting hatreds that mark
politics of the Jefferson period. When national survival seemed
at stake political differences became irreconcilable. Whether Mr.
Daniels intended analogy to America of the present decade or
not, several points of similarity come to mind in the reading.
What this performance lacks in original scholarship it compensates in suggestiveness.
University of Georgia

AUBREY C. LAND

James Madison, a Biography. By Ralph Ketcham. (New York:
Macmillan Co., 1971. xiv, 753 pp. Preface, abbreviations and
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short titles, illustrations, selected bibliography, source notes,
index. $17.50.)
In view of the vast quantity of materials now available about
James Madison, it would be difficult to write a short biography
of him, and Ralph Ketcham, professor at Syracuse and former
assistant editor of The Madison Papers, has not tried to do so.
This is a long, authoritative, often engrossing book.
The portrait drawn by Professor Ketcham is that of a man
who as a youth was “uncertain, introspective, and affectedly
grave” (p. 67), as a young man was “reserved” and “awkwardly
shy” (p. 89), and even as congressman and secretary of state
“created the impression that he was indecisive, irresolute, ineffective, and evasive” (p. 471). In the presence of strangers and
crowds, he was “cold and reserved”; and because he was little
(5’6”) and spare and weak-voiced, he made a very indifferent
public impression Only in private conversation and “in councils
of government conducted over long periods of time,” did his
keen, well-informed mind and his brilliant powers of reasoning
and persuasion become evident and effective. It was not surprising, therefore, that when he became president, he could not
unify the nation before the declaration of war in 1812, or that
his efforts to unify it during the war were fumbling and ineffective. Professor Ketcham is candid in acknowledging, first, that
Madison’s course towards Britain and France between 1809 and
1812 was “innocently implausible” and ill-advised; second, that
he took the United States into war “dangerously unprepared” and
“absurdly unfit” (pp. 531, 533); and third, that during the war
his errors were manifold: he indulged foolish hopes, he tolerated
“deceit, insubordination, and incompetence” in the army and
in the executive branch, he seemed not to know how to counteract bungling, and he was incapable of providing the vigorous
leadership that could give direction to events. Yet, in his admiration for Madison, Professor Ketcham accepts Madison’s own
rationalization (p. 586): “Madison believed, with much justification, that he could not conduct a war to validate a republican independence in the manner of an imperial proconsul without destroying that cause in the process. Had he done that, his
failure would have been a moral one, permanently disastrous
to the country . . . . The result was a mere temporary anxiety
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and destruction, perhaps a small price to pay to save the vital
political character of the nation.” After this kind of defense, it
cannot be surprising that Professor Ketcham thinks that when
Madison retired in 1817, “a public career [had] ended in glory”
(p. 612). The central thread and the crowning achievement of
Madison’s public life were that in war as well as in peace he
strove successfully “to vindicate the whole republican concept
of government” (p. 599).
The most successful of Professor Ketcham’s chapters are those
in which he describes Madison’s role in drawing up the Constitution of 1787, in securing its ratification, and in establishing the
new government. He fails to give a truly satisfying explanation of
Madison’s shifts from a stand of strong nationalism in 1780-1781
to a stand of state rights in 1798-1800, and then back to a stand
of strong nationalism late in life. Critical readers will find additional points to take exception to. In the first five chapters,
which bring Madison down to his election to the Continental
Congress in 1780, too many assertions are qualified by “may
have, ” “must have,” “probably,” “likely,” or “we may imagine.”
The references to James and Dolley Madison, after their marriage
in 1794, as “the Madisons” are so frequent as to be tiresome;
this chatty and coloquial way of speaking of a husband and wife
is applied to other couples also and is even carried to the grotesque extreme of referring to the Spanish Marques de Casa
Yrujo and his marquesa as “the Yrujos.” Dolley Madison and her
“social triumphs” seem to fascinate Professor Ketcham— they run
on for countless pages. There are gauche phrases and mutilated
infinitives (e.g., pp. 496, 520, 542, 547, 600, 613, 633, 641, 664)
that more careful editing would have eliminated. It is bad enough
to find all the notes buried away at the back of the book, but
it is worse to encounter only one “backnote” number per paragraph of text and to find five or six citations lumped together
in that one “backnote.”
Emory University

JAMES RABUN

Joshua R. Giddings and the Tactics of Radical Politics. By James
B. Stewart. (Cleveland: The Press of Case Western Reserve
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University, 1970. xiv, 318 pp. Preface, abbreviations, bibliography, index. $8.50.)
James B. Stewart’s biographical study of Joshua Giddings is
a worthy addition to a growing series of “counter-revisionist”
studies of leading anti-slavery spokesmen. Earlier scholarly efforts
to assess Giddings’s career (in unpublished doctoral dissertations
authored by Richard Ludlum and Richard Solberg) reflected, as
Stewart remarked, the once fashionable revisionist assumption
that “one had to be mentally disturbed to oppose slavery.” Stewart, sharing earlier writers’ preoccupation with the psychological roots of the anti-slavery persuasion, makes careful note
of Giddings’s frequent bouts with “melancholia,” but regards his
political activism and his commitment to social reform as essentially healthy responses to inner psychological promptings.
(In proof of Giddings’s mental health the author feels compelled
to cite his exemplary relations with his children. This apparent
need to prove the sanity of nineteenth-century foes of racism
offers a curious commentary on the biases of the last generation
of historians.)
Stewart, in common with a number of recent students of
antebellum reform, places heavy emphasis on the role of religious
conviction as a motivating factor in the anti-slavery movement.
Giddings’s anti-slavery career, Stewart concludes, paralleled his
inner spiritual history. Hence, Giddings’s own religious conversion in the mid-1830s was instrumental in launching him upon
a career as an anti-slavery politician, and his subsequent disaffection with orthodox Christianity and his growing interest in
spiritualism and Swedenborgianism at least partly explains Giddings’s preoccupation with “utopian pleas for worldwide reformation” in the 1850s.
In his assessment of Giddings’s political career, Stewart gives
the Ohio radical high marks as a highly principled spokesman
for political anti-slavery and concludes that both Giddings’s
sincerity and his integrity were beyond question. (Noting that
earlier scholars who described Giddings as an abolitionist misunderstood his actual position, Stewart explains that Giddings
called for “denationalization” of slavery through repeal of all
federal legislation protecting the South’s peculiar institution,
but did not until the very eve of the Civil War advocate
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abolitionism. Indeed, for many years both the Liberty League
and the followers of Garrison regarded Giddings with deep
suspicion, and on occasion he found it necessary to fight abolitionists as well as Democratic candidates for re-election to
Congress.) But Stewart appears somewhat critical of Giddings’s
reluctance to commit himself to outright abolitionism, regarding
Giddings’s as politically naive, if not obtuse, in his belief that
Whig, Free Soil, and Republican platforms could be interpreted
as moral indictments of slavery. Time and time again, Stewart
notes, Giddings was led astray by his romantic optimism and
credulous faith in the efficacy of moral persuasion. His efforts to
commit his party to his own version of humane reform and
social perfection more than once led to censure by the party’s
leaders. Hence, Stewart’s judgments on Giddings’s political
sagacity are rather unfavorable, and at times he adopts a mocking
tone in describing some of his subject’s more fanciful misconceptions about Whig and Republican party politics. Nonetheless, Stewart declares that Giddings’s efforts were not entirely
in vain, for the Ohio congressman “bad met the moral questions
of his day courageously, and by serving his conscience he had
quickened the sensitivities of his generation.” Stewart concludes
that by virtue of his unfailing integrity in an age of opportunism and bigotry, Giddings’s “achievements must border on
the heroic.”
This is a fine book, thoroughly researched, well written, and
insightful in its assessments both of the man and the age. Stewart’s work thus admirably meets the long standing need for an
adequate biography of Joshua Giddings.
ALFRED A. CAVE
University of Utah
The Last Foray, The South Carolina Planters of 1860: A Sociological Study. By Chalmers G. Davidson. (Columbia: University of South Carolina Press, 1971. x, 275 pp. Acknowledgments, introduction, bibliographical sources, biographical
sketches, index. $6.95.)
In this small volume Professor Chalmers G. Davidson at-
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tempts to assess the contributions which large planters made to
the development of society in South Carolina in the fields of
education, public service, religion, and culture. While pursuing
his investigation, in which he utilized the techniques of sociologists as well as historians, Dr. Davidson focused his attention
upon persons listed in the census of 1860 who owned 100
slaves or more in a single district or parish, and he excluded
slaveowners with property in two or more districts or states. By
employing this singular criterion. Dr. Davidson obtained a list
of 440 slaveowners who may or may not have been typical of
large planters of South Carolina in particular or of the South
in general. Obviously, many of the wealthier South Carolinians
were omitted from his sample, as were persons owning between
seventy-five and 100 slaves who are usually considered by historians to be members of the large planter category. Thus Dr.
Davidson’s planters are a group situated midway between the
wealthier and the less affluent portions of the large planter
class of South Carolina.
However representative Dr. Davidson’s sample may have been
with respect to the large planters of South Carolina, he discovered that it was composed of men with many characteristics
in common. Most of his slaveowners were descended from South
Carolina families who had enjoyed wealth for several generations,
and many of them were related to one another by blood or marriage. Nearly all of these owners of 100 slaves were highly educated by standards of the time, and some of them collected large
libraries. Despite these educational advantages, however, they
contributed very little to southern literature on any subject other
than agriculture. A large majority of them were affiliated with
one of the Protestant churches, to which they usually gave strong
financial support. Although few of the outstanding political
leaders of antebellum South Carolina were included in Dr.
Davidson’s list, a large majority of the planters he investigated
were active in local government. Some of them held high state
offices, and several were elected to congress.
Historians of the Old South will find nothing revolutionary
or even new in Dr. Davidson’s evaluation of the large planter
class. Persons interested in South Caroliniana will, however, be
pleased by brief biographical sketches of the planters on his
list which comprise a substantial portion of his book. In the
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opinion of the reviewer, Dr. Davidson’s volume would have been
more significant both to historians and genealogists had he
brought all of the large slaveowners of South Carolina within
the scope of his study.
JOHN HEBRON MOORE
Florida State University
The Confederacy as a Revolutionary Experience. By Emory M.
Thomas. (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1971. x, 150 pp.
Preface, selected bibliography, index. $5.95.)
Southern and Civil War historians will welcome and read
with profit Emory M. Thomas’s brief, provocative treatise treating the rebellion as a revolutionary experience for Southerners.
Thomas’s thesis— that while southern leaders were attending to
preserve their section’s distinctive social, political, and economic
institutions, all were perceptively altered in the crucible of the
Civil War— has frequently been acknowledged by historians. The
scope and nature of the revolution has not been so sharply
defined, however, nor has it been so clear that at such an early
stage the initial leaders of secession lost control of the movement
to less radical leaders who were willing to sacrifice state rights
and slavery in order to forge a nation. He contends that changes
evident in the post-war South were primarily the result of Confederate policies rather than Union army devastation and Reconstruction policies.
The book is based upon the numerous published works concerning the South and the nation during the middle nineteenth
century. Unfortunately, the author has seen fit to footnote very
sparingly. Thus, unless the reader is thoroughly conversant with
all the sources, it is difficult to know where to find the numerous
quotes used to illustrate his points, or the authority for statistics
used.
Thomas has attempted too much in a brief volume. Consequently, he consistently overstates and oversimplifies. His insistence that southern states seceded primarily because of adherence to state rights underrates the importance of racial
slavery in the attempt to create a southern nation. While few
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would deny that Americans, North and South, held state rights
in high regard, secession was largely an effort to perpetuate
slavery and create a new nation. Conscription, invocation of martial law, and interference in the economy were characteristic of
both the Union and Confederate governments. In neither instance did these wartime measures destroy the concept of state
rights. The viability of this concept is amply illustrated in the
controversy surrounding Reconstruction. Thomas is on firmer
ground in discussing the social and economic revolution that
took place in the South during the Civil War, although characteristically he finds more than there probably was. Thomas’s
insistence that the racial patterns of the South after the Civil
War differed little from what it would have been if the CSA had
been successful is questionable. It is difficult to believe that
southern blacks would have been able even to challenge their
subsequent repression without the constitutional guarantees
provided by he thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments.
ROGER D. BRIDGES
Illinois State Historical Library
Editors Make War: Southern Newspapers in the Secession Crisis.
By Donald E. Reynolds. (Nashville: Vanderbilt University
Press, 1970. xii, 304 pp. Preface, introduction, appendix, notes,
bibliography, index. $10.00.)
Why did the South secede in 1861? The communications
media of the day, the newspapers, explain in a rather earthy
fashion the answer to this question. Newspapers have always
been a prime reference source for historians. Further, they, as a
rule, are extremely sensitive to public opinion. Editors at times
have in a major fashion influenced that opinion. To have researched the holdings of nearly 200 newspapers was a formidable
task. To then come up with a readable interesting story is very
much to the author’s credit.
Considering the business relations between North and South
in the 1850s, family ties, common language, congress, it is amazing
that the two sections so misunderstood each other. In the campaign of 1860, at least in the beginning, the majority of southern
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newspapers regarded secession as a last resort. A large number
of Unionist papers were being published in the South. Most
of these supported John Bell, the Constitutional Unionist or
opposition party candidate. The remainder, except for two Republican journals in Virginia, advocated Stephen Douglas the
Northern Democratic candidate for President. The majority
of southern papers emphasized states rights and the candidacy
of Southern Democrat John C. Breckenridge. Public opinion, the
initiative, the passions, emotions, and enthusiasm of the South
sided with these southern-rights papers. The logic and foresight
of the Unionist papers were no match for the extreme partisanship of the southern-righters. Though in the spring of 1860 most
southern newspapers gave lip service to the preservation of the
Union, the free soil doctrine and general image of the Republican party made compromise from the standpoint of even the
Southern Unionist highly improbable.
Most southern papers gave limited space to Lincoln and the
Republican party. Only an occasional article reiterated that
the Black Republicans would abolish slavery and establish black
equality when they gained control of the national government.
The strategy of the Unionist editors was to seek the middle
ground, making the Breckinridge southern-rights editors appear
to be extremists. A pro-Bell paper, the Nashville Patriot charged
a plot by William L. Yancey and fellow conspirators. First they
split the Democratic party at Charleston, then they ran their
own candidate, and lastly they preached secession in the event
of Lincoln’s election. It was the thesis of pro-Douglas papers
that southern public opinion would rebuke the fire-eaters for disrupting the Democratic party. The closed southern society
doomed the Unionist editors’efforts to failure. Lincoln’s decision
to resupply Fort Sumter united a South that already had decided
to be united. The story of the alleged slave insurrection in Texas
is illustrative of the high emotional pitch of the South on the
eve of the Civil War.
The author tells his story in a moderate objective fashion.
He enlivens it with quotes from editors such as the fiery Unionist
Parson Brownlow. His breakdown of southern newspapers as to
candidate in an appendix is valuable both to students of political history and the Civil War. His reliance on the research of
Roy Nichols, Allan Nevins, and Avery Craven gives evidence of
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careful scholarship. There is sufficient information on Florida
newspapers as to be of interest to Floridians. The book contributes measureably to a most interesting year in United States
history. One error should be corrected: Stephen Douglas’s second
running mate was Herschel V. Johnson, not Alexander H.
Stevens.
EDWARD C. WILLIAMSON
Auburn University
The Higher Realism of Woodrow Wilson and Other Essays. By
Arthur S. Link. (Nashville: Vanderbilt University Press, 1971.
xxii, 425 pp. Preface, foreword, illustration, index. $12.95.)
All of us carry in our minds sharply etched little vignettes
from our childhood. Mostly they seem to have but a faint relation to anything else, and often they concern persons or episodes we have not tried to remember. However, there they are.
In my memory there is such a picture of Woodrow Wilson.
When I saw him he was governor of New Jersey. It must have
been 1911, and I must have been ten years old. Wearing a cap,
pince-nez glasses, and a belted grey suit, he rode in a Pierce
Arrow along the race track in front of the grandstand at the
Great Mount Holly Fair, Mount Holly, New Jersey.
My mother nudged me saying, “He will be our next president.”
It must have been an effort for her to say that because she
was an ardent supporter of Teddy Roosevelt. Even then it must
have been evident that the split among Republicans between
Roosevelt and Taft would put Wilson into the White House.
It is hard to assess Wilson’s place in history, just as it is hard
to assess the importance of this book about him. If our pantheon
of presidents classifies itself into Great, Near-Great, Good, Fair,
and Poor, then I suppose Wilson should be in the Near-Great,
following behind such great presidents as Washington, Jefferson,
and Lincoln. However, he does belong near the top not because of
his ability, knowledge, or felicitous use of English, but because
at a critical period he steered the country wisely and because he
played a major role in designing the framework of the League
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of Nations, even though he did not succeed in getting the congress to approve the treaty of the League.
As to the importance of this book about him, I am of two
minds. It is a collection of twenty-four essays, each one of which
is interesting. Twelve concern themselves directly with Wilson’s
life and work, six are concerned with the times of Wilson, two
have a peripheral relation, two have only a remote relation, and
two have no relation at all.
An essay has its own structure, just as a book has. Each is
complete in itself. In this book, there are twenty-four essays—
each good, each complete in itself, some relating to Wilson, some
not. Therefore, one can hardly review the book as a book; one
can only review a series of essays. One can honestly say that each
essay is good, that a person sitting at an historical society meeting
listening to it, would applaud. But good books are not made by
collections of essays. Books are for a total immersion, for the long
breath; essays are for a partial immersion, for the short breath. It
is, of course, obvious that Arthur Link could and has written
excellent books about Wilson, his favorite and chosen topic.
But in this book he has simply put together essays not previously
included in books, and the effect is not one of unity and coherence
but of diffuseness.
Therefore, a reviewer is puzzled. Is the book worth reading?
Yes, because the individual essays are good. Does the book make
a lasting impression? No, because it has no central structure.
Was it worth publishing? Yes, because the individual essays are
worthy of being reprinted from journals and put inside hard
covers. However, the book, as a book, could have been greatly
improved by some restructuring and by a severe pruning of the
material not bearing directly on the main subject, Woodrow
Wilson.
BYRON S. HOLLINSHEAD
New Smyrna Beach
The Search for an American Indian Identity: Modern PanIndian Movements. By Hazel W. Hertzberg. (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 1971. ix, 362 pp. Preface, acknowledgments, illustrations, notes to the chapters, bibliographical
essay, index. $12.00.)
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Hazel W. Hertzberg contributes the first major work to this
subject. It is produced in a large part from primary sources and
represents an immense effort by the author to survey the entire
field of pan-Indianism. The writing style is lively and well-suited
to the material being discussed. The wide experience and deep
knowledge of the author is quite evident in her handling of the
subject.
The author discusses the leading figures with sympathy and
understanding, yet at times she can be critical in a mature way.
The book is well-organized, with thirteen distinct chapters which
are well integrated. The footnotes are extremely useful to the
researching scholar, but they might be more valuable at the
bottom of the page rather than lumped at the end of the book.
Perhaps this is the complaint of one who is intensely interested
in each source. The bibliographical essay (eight pages in length)
is excellent. In Category VII of that essay, the author says that
personal interviews were used. This approach might have been
employed more extensively, particularly since the documentary
sources cited are largely in the eastern United States, while the
Indians are in the trans-Mississippi West.
In a time when there is a revival of interest in the study of
American Indians, not as anthropology or sociology, but as history, this book is indeed important. With Native American Studies or American Indian Studies being founded in colleges and
universities across the nation, this variety of work is indispensable in dignifying and bolstering these programs.
FLOYD A. O’NEIL
Center for Studies of the American West
University of Utah
Cry from the Cotton: The Southern Tenant Farmers’ Union and
the New Deal. By Donald H. Grubbs. (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1971. xvi, 218 pp. Foreword,
preface, introduction, acknowledgments, illustrations, bibliography, index. $8.50.)
Agrarian radicalism as the traditional source of American
indigenous revolt receives yet another substantial documentation
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in Professor Grubbs’s work on the Southern Tenant Farmers’
Union. In that respect it joins Conrad’s book on the Forgotten
Farmer, Cantor’s work on the Missouri sharecroppers, and material on the Farmers Holiday Association in detailing the
grave discontent arising out of the Great Depression years.
Cry from the Cotton recounts the sad consequences of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act on the landless peasants— sharecroppers— of the cotton belt. The AAA was structured in favor
of the cotton planters— through the congressmen who represented them— and the owners promptly evicted many share tenants so they might collect the cash benefit payments themselves.
The Arkansas Delta was the first breeding-ground of sharecropper desperation and the formation of the Southern Tenant
Farmers Union. Professor Grubbs argues very convincingly
that, although the Union was aided by the Socialists in its
infancy, native Populist traditions supplied the sustenance for
its expansion and growth. The Union had a friend at court in
Gardner Jackson of the AAA, who was instrumental in alerting
President Roosevelt to the abuses of cotton tenancy. The liberals
in the Department of Agriculture, however, were fired for their
pains through the irresistible political pressures of key southern
congressmen.
The vicious assaults visited upon the black and white membership of the SFTU by plantation owners and their nightriders brought national publicity to bear on the tenancy problem. After the 1936 election, the Union’s plight and its gritty
determination aided the efforts to ameliorate the savage plight
of farm tenants. The influence of the SFTU, direct or indirect,
has been amazingly widespread. The Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenancy Act, the Farm Security Administration, and the La Follette
Civil Liberties Committee all owed some measure of their existence to the SFTU. And the embattled union also demonstrated
with its “salt and pepper” membership that blacks and whites
could overcome racism in striving for mutual economic goals.
Professor Grubbs has exhaustively mined the union’s papers
and interviewed dozens of its survivors to bring us this impassioned but strongly substantiated account of Depression discontent.
Old Dominion University
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The Southern Lady: From Pedestal to Politics, 1830-1930. By
Anne F. Scott. (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1971.
xv, 247 pp. Preface, acknowledgments, bibliographical essay,
index. $5.95.)
For too long history has been written by men and about
men. It is refreshing to find a woman historian writing about
women and developing a thesis long ignored: that the antebellum southern lady’s pedestal was not only culturally contrived, but that the lady squirmed on her pedestal because of
the wide gap which existed between the image of Lady and the
harsh realities of life.
Charm and beauty aside, the real mark of a southern lady
was submissiveness. Submissiveness in women was underscored
in theology and long associated with medieval chivalry. If the
Lady image was stronger in the South than elsewhere in America
it was, the author claims, because the South had a traditional
landowning aristocracy, based on slavery, and clung to a patriarchal family structure. Southern mores required a girl to marry
young, bear numerous children, and regard her husband as lord
and master.
That southern women had an easy life is myth. Women, in
addition to the endless child bearing, had to manage large households and supervise numerous slaves— train, discipline, and doctor
them. If her husband was away or if she was widowed she
might have to supervise the plantation also. Many women saw
a parallel between their situation and that of slaves. While a
few southern women were active abolitionists, the Grimké sisters,
for example, the author believes that most southern women were
privately against slavery.
Part Two of the book deals with the struggle of southern
women to throw off the “myth” and gain a place in society’s
mainstream. In this they were helped by the Civil War and Reconstruction which changed life patterns and gave women new
options. From necessity at first, then with a sense of expanding
horizons, women sought jobs outside the home. They began to
group, to overcome their shyness about speaking out. The first
groups were missionary societies. Then came women’s clubs
with programs attacking social ills. Finally women came to the
political arena. The author acknowledges that the southern
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suffragette was little different from other American suffragettes
except that southern women never lost the outward forms of
ladylike behavior. They were always charmingly feminine and
attractive and never forgot their white gloves.
The book spans a century but does not reach to the present.
The present women’s liberation movement is an extension of
what this book is all about. Modern leaders should find it heartening for the progress shown.
Anne Scott is an associate professor at Duke University,
editor of Democracy and Social Ethics, and a contributor to
various scholarly journals. In her research she used many contemporary diaries, letters, and various printed materials, including novels which portrayed southern ladies. The biographical
essay is an important adjunct to the book and suggests rich
fields for additional detailed studies of the women’s emancipation movement.
THELMA PETERS
Miami-Dade Junior College
The History of Georgetown County, South Carolina. By George
C. Rogers, Jr. (Columbia: University of South Carolina Press,
1970. xvi, 565 pp. Acknowledgments, list of abbreviations,
illustrations, maps, appendices, index. $12.50.)
One of the most neglected areas in American historical writing is that of local history— the story of states, counties, and cities,
where so much material exists about the actual day-by-day lives
of the people who lived there. This work by Professor Rogers,
who teaches at the University of South Carolina, is a happy exception to the rule. In tracing the history of Georgetown County—
which has been termed by some as perhaps the most aristocratic
region of the nation— Dr. Rogers begins with a description of the
geography of the county, moves on to discuss the Indian tribes
who originally inhabited the area, and then ultimately brings
his account to the present.
Overall, it is the story of the emergence of Georgetown, its
effort to preserve itself by participating in the secession movement, its eventual defeat, and then the “invasion” of Yankee
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entrepreneurs in the post-Civil War period. Antebellum Georgetown was an exceptional case of a society composed of a relative
few, enormously rich white families living in plantation splendor
on the labor of hundreds of Negro slaves. Above all else, the
society and the economy were based on one staple— rice, which
the author terms “Georgetown’s contribution to Western civilization” (p. 341). He describes in great detail every aspect of rice
cultivation, from the planting to the marketing, and points out
that Georgetown was the principal rice-growing area in the
nation, producing in 1840 nearly one-half of the total crop of
the United States.
But then in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century
occurred a sudden and dramatic collapse of the rice industry in
the county. Partly the decline was caused by the changed pattern
of labor supply produced by emancipation, partly from increased
competition in the lower Mississippi valley, and party from the
ravages of nature. One result was that a large number of former
rice plantations were purchased by outsiders, beginning in the
1890s and continuing on into the 1930s. “In the years after 1900
the rich Yankees came to seek what their fathers had destroyed”
(p. 489).
There is, in fact, no aspect of the history of Georgetown
County and her people that Professor Rogers neglects. The book
has very impressive research, admirable organization, and a
highly readable style. The author has done the cause of local
history an excellent service.
Georgia College at Milledgeville

MARTIN ABBOTT

The Chickasaws. By Arrell Gibson. (Norman: University of
Oklahoma Press, 1971. xv, 312 pp. Dedicatory, acknowledgments, illustrations, maps, sources, index. $8.95.)
While most of the major Indian groups who once held the
southeastern United States have been the subjects of one or
more historical and anthropological accounts, including the Cherokees, Choctaws, Creeks, Seminoles, and even the Catawbas, de
Chickasaws alone have been neglected. Both anthropologists and
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historians specializing in the Indians of the Southeast will be
pleased that a book-length historical study of the Chickasaws
has at last been published.
Arrell Gibson’s account begins with a brief ethnohistoric
sketch of the Chickasaws and their basic religious beliefs and
social institutions. He then traces the history of the Chickasaws, beginning with their brilliant attack on Hernando de Soto’s
expedition, and their equally effective military stand against the
French a century and a half to two centuries later. The account
continues with the development of the fur trade and the increasing dependence of the Chickasaws on British trade goods in
the eighteenth century; with their role in the rivalry between
Spain and the United States; and with increasing pressure from
Mississippi and Alabama in the early decades of the nineteenth
century, eventually forcing their removal to Oklahoma in 1837.
The chapter on removal itself is one of the most interesting
in the book. Although the Chickasaws suffered fewer horrors
during removal than did the Cherokees and other Southeastern
Indians, their experience was harsh enough, with deaths from
both smallpox and starvation. Gibson skillfully documents how
they were cheated of their resources during removal through
collusion between businessmen who contracted to transport them
to the West and shadowy government officials. The account goes
on to describe their founding a new Chickasaw Nation in Oklahoma, their surprisingly strong alliance with the South (the
same people who exerted pressure for removal just thirty years
earlier) in the Civil War, and the series of Federal actions between
1893 and 1906 which ended the existence of the Chickasaw
Nation as a semi-autonomous Indian republic.
What the book covers, it covers very well. Documentation is
extensive, even exhaustive. What many readers will miss is
a sympathetic portrayal of the aboriginal culture of the Chickasaws, an account of their traditional social structure, and a
feeling for what they were like as a people in their “natural
state,” to use Gibson’s phrase. In all fairness it should be said
that this kind of account was not one of Gibson’s objectives, but
in this reviewer’s mind it needs to be done, and our understanding of the Chickasaws will remain deficient until it is.
University of Georgia
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BOOK NOTES
Ghost Towns of Florida, by James R. Warnke, describes five
communities— Magnolia, Port Leon, New Troy, Indian Key and
Pinelevel— which once were flourishing towns with buildings and
people, but which have died with hardly a trace to show where
they once stood. In the chapter, “Others That Have Been Forgotten,” the author describes other deserted or partly deserted
towns and villages like Elliot Key, Snake Bight, Cayo Pelau, Old
Venus, Punta Rassa, Kismet, and Sam Jones Old Town. Some
were started by land development companies, other were railroad junctions or stops along the road for travelers, and some
developed in the nineteenth century as adjuncts of army forts
and military encampments. Mr. Warnke’s book sells for $2.50,
and it may be ordered by writing Box 1408, Boynton Beach,
Florida 33435.
Of importance to Florida historians are two reprint volumes.
Diplomacy and the Borderlands: The Adams-Onís Treaty of 1819,
by Philip C. Brooks, former director of the Harry Truman Library in Independence, was published in 1939. It remains one
of the definitive studies of the diplomatic negotiations which
resulted in the transfer of the Florida territory to the United
States. This reprint volume includes all of the original illustrations including the 1818 Melish map. Published by Octagon
Books, New York 10003, it sells for $9.00.
A History of the Freedman’s Bureau, by George R. Bentley,
was prepared as a doctoral dissertation at the University of Wisconsin. It received the prestigious Beveridge Prize and was published in 1955. The history of the Florida Freedman’s Bureau is
extensively developed in this study. It sells for $9.50 from
Octagon Books.
History of Union County, Florida, 1921-1971, by Marjorie
Driggers, was published in connection with the county’s fiftieth
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anniversary which was celebrated in October 1971. The booklet
sets down some of the interesting details of early pioneers and
the beginnings of the county. Lake Butler, the county seat, was
established in 1859 in what was then called New River County.
Mrs. Driggers has located many of the early sites in Lake Butler
and in the county, and she points out that some of the nineteenthcentury buildings remain. The booklet may be ordered from Mrs.
Driggers, Lake Butler 32054; the price is $1.00.
Snowy, The Story of an Egret is by Griffing Bancroft, the
Florida nature guide and free lance writer. This novel grew out
of his working with photographers and bird banders and while
conducting bird tours on Sanibel and Captiva Islands. Snowy
is the story of a young male egret who survives hurricane and
fire only to meet bulldozers, factories, housing developments,
and pollution, all the products of humans. The illustrations
are by Mel Hunter. Published by the McCall Publishing Company, the book sells for $4.95.
Heroes of the American Indian, by Sol Stember, is designed
for the young reader, and it attempts, according to the author,
“to set the historical record straight, eliminating the distortions
of television and Hollywood westerns.” There are errors in the
book. For instance, Florida Territorial Governor Richard Keith
Call is called General Robert Call. The picture on page 66 is incorrectly labeled “Seminole Indian warrior, 16th century.” The
chapter, “The Swamp Fighters,” is the account of the Second
Seminole War with emphasis on the role played by Osceola
during that conflict. The book, published by Fleet Press Corporation, New York 10010, sells for $5.00.
Indian Peace Medals in American History, by Francis Paul
Prucha, describes the silver medals which the United States government presented to important chiefs and warriors. Not only
do they reflect American relations with the Indians, but they
are important in the history of American art, since many were
designed by the best artists of the day. Struck with the portraits
of the Presidents, they comprise a gallery of early American chief
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executives. The southern Indians were among the recipients of
these medals. When Florida Territorial Governor William P.
DuVal wanted to confer the title of “governor” on John Hicks, a
Seminole chief, he was informed by Thomas L. McKenney, head
of the Indian Office: “The Title of Governor is unusual, and
the Secretary declines confering it on Hicks. He will be distinguished by a Great Medal, and acknowledged the Chief of his
people.” Governor DuVal later requested medals for five Apalachicola chiefs whose “conduct justly entitles them to the distinction,” and the medals were sent from the Indian Office with
the direction that they be “given to them as tokens of the
friendship of the Great Father, and accompanied by such remarks
in reference to the obligation which [the] mark of distinction
confers upon them, to be firm in their friendship and sober and
upright in their conduct toward the Government and Citizens
of the United States.” In April 1827, DuVal again requested
medals for three Indian Chiefs who had assisted in apprehending
a group of Indian murderers. Indian Peace Medals is published
by the State Historical Society of Wisconsin, Madison, and it
sells for $15.00.
The Environmental Destruction of South Florida, edited by
William Ross McCluney, was written with a two-fold purpose.
First, it hopes to alert the public to the growing danger of massive
environmental destruction in south Florida. Second, to provide
basic factual information about the south Florida environment
and the way it is being destroyed. It is concerned with the
future of Florida’s salt and fresh water resources, the Everglades
and the threats to it from fire, drought, and the proposed jetport,
the population explosion in Dade County and south Florida, the
increasing dependence on the automobile in that area, skyrocketing land values, and the general threat of air and water
pollution. Earle R. Rich, Polly Redford, Lester C. Pancoast,
Arthur R. Marshall, Juanita Greene, F. C. Craighead, and Al
Volker are some of the Florida writers represented in this volume.
It was published by the University of Miami Press, Coral Gables,
and it sells for $1.95.
North American Discovery: Circa 1000-1612, edited by David
B. Quinn, is in the series Documentary History of the United
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States, edited by Richard B. Morris. The documents reveal the
range and variety of European contacts with North America
before the Spanish, English, and French colonial system became
deeply rooted. There is much Florida material in this volume,
including the activities of de Léon, de Narváez, Luis Cancer,
and De Luna. The De Soto explorations, Ribault’s expedition,
Fort Caroline, St. Augustine, and a view of Florida and its surroundings in 1612 are Florida topics which are covered. A
Harper & Row publication, the books sells for $3.95.
Once A Slave: The Slave’s View of Slavery, by Stanley Feldstein, is based upon autobiographical and semi-autobiographical
accounts of slaves, most of which are unpublished. Many of these
narratives contain obvious weaknesses since the majority were
dictated by illiterate slaves and were written down by other persons, most of whom opposed the institution and who were
gathering the material for use as antislavery propaganda. Other
narratives, especially those transcribed by members of the WFA
Federal Writers’ Project during the 1930s, were dictated or
written by exslaves, the majority of whom had experienced
slavery only as young children, and as a consequence their memories were blurred because of the time that had elapsed. The
“Florida Narratives” fall into this latter category. Nevertheless, a
strong case may also be made for the validity of the information
which Mr. Feldstein includes in his book. Almost every aspect of
the institution is touched upon: life on the plantation, the role
of the slave owner, types of slaves, relationship of slaves to others,
slave morality, crime, and superstition, and the slave’s own interpretation of the institution. The book was published by
William Morrow and Company, New York, and it sells for $3.50.
Early American Tornadoes, 1568-1870, by David M. Ludlum,
is in the History of American Weather series published by the
American Meteorological Society. The only Florida incident reported occurred on June 27, 1845, when a tornado, seven to ten
miles long, cut a path half a mile wide in Jacksonville. Neighboring Georgia was not so lucky over the years. Tornadoes in
1804, 1810, and 1854 resulted in many lives lost and heavy
property damage. The greatest southern storm of the pre-Civil
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War period occurred when a massive tornado smashed through
the river port of Natchez Landing and the business and residential city on the nearby bluff, May 7, 1840. More than 300
people died and the damages were estimated at more than
$1,000,000. A similar disaster a few weeks earlier in Mobile resulted in several people losing their lives and heavy property
damage including part of the nunnery on Spring Hill which was
blown down. This volume is available from the American
Meteorological Society, Boston, Massachusetts 02108.
Naval Documents of the American Revolution, Volume 5,
covers the American theatre for the period May 9, 1776-July 31,
1776. William Dell Clark, editor of the earlier volumes in this
series, died while Volume 5 was in preparation and William James
Morgan is the editor of this collection. Several letters and documents relating to East and West Florida are included. George
Gauld writing to Vice Admiral Clark Gayton, from Pensacola,
May 20, 1776, urges caution along the Florida “kays,” because
“the Americans, and their Privateers are sufficiently acquainted
with the kays to annoy us if they think proper.” A petition of
refugees from South Carolina and Georgia to Governor Patrick
Tonyn of East Florida, June 20, 1776, is another pertinent
Florida document. The book is sold by the United States Government Printing Office, Washington, and the price is $13.25.
Civil War Naval Chronology, 1861-1865 was compiled by the
Naval History Division, U.S. Navy Department, for the nationwide observances of the Civil War Centennial. It was made available between 1961 and 1965 in five paperback parts, each covering
one year of the conflict. These were followed in 1966 by Part VI
containing a cumulative index, several eye-witness accounts,
naval music, and other articles of interest. All of this material
has been collected, together into a single volume. It includes a
“1861-1865 Calendar.” There are many Florida references scattered throughout this publication. It is available from the Superintendent of Documents, Washington, and the price is $9.75.
Fifty Eight Lonely Men, by J. W. Peltason, is the history of
the southern federal judges and the school desegregation prob-
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lems of the 1950s which they were coping with. The successful
efforts by Virgil Hawkins to integrate the University of Florida
are among the incidents covered in the book. Other Florida cases
are discussed. Published originally in 1961, the book has been updated with an epilogue, and a bibliographical essay has been
added. It is printed by the University of Illinois Press, Urbana
61801, and it sells for $2.95.
The American South, by Monroe Lee Billington, is a relatively short history (465 pages including bibliography and index)
of the South, beginning with the colonial period, or the “preSouth” South, as the author describes it. It continues up to 1970.
At least half of the book deals with the post-Reconstruction
period. Published by Charles Scribner’s Sons, it sells for $4.95.
The Debate Over Slavery, edited by Ann J. Lane, is an examination of the scholarly controversy generated by Stanley M.
Elkins’s book, Slavery: A Problem In American Institutional and
Intellectual Life, published in 1959. There have been many critics
of Elkins’s book, his thesis, and his philosophy. This paperback
examines and evaluates the criticism. Published by University of
Illinois Press, the price is $2.95.
Epidemics In Colonial America, by John Duffy, was published
in 1953, and it has now been reprinted as a paperback. Published
by Louisiana State University Press, Baton Rouge, it sells for
$3.25.
Bible In Pocket, Gun In Hand, by Ross Phares, is the story
of religion on the western frontier. There are chapters on the
styles of preaching and praying, the phenomena of revivalism,
and the church as a disciplinary force. The chapter, “The Hard
Lot of Saddlebag Preachers,” recalls similar experiences of nineteenth-century Florida circuit riders. Published by the University of Nebraska Press, Lincoln, the book sells for $1.95.
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HISTORY NEWS
Dr. John E. Johns
Dr. John E. Johns, president-elect of the Florida Historical
Society, was officially inaugurated as the sixth president of Stetson University in DeLand on November 15. A native of Alabama,
Dr. Johns received his bachelor of arts degree from Furman
University in 1947, and his masters and Ph.D. degrees from the
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. He was appointed
to the history faculty at Stetson in 1948, and later he became the
chairman of the department. His book, Florida During the Civil
War, was published by the University of Florida Press in 1963.
He has played an active role in the Florida Historical Society
and has contributed articles and book reviews to the Florida
Historical Quarterly. He will be installed as president of the
Florida Historical Society at the annual meeting in Jacksonville
May 13, 1972.
Nantucket Institute
In cooperation with the University of Florida, the National
Register of the National Parks Service, and the National Trust
for Historic Preservation, the Nantucket Institute has been
established as a non-profit educational institution to exploit for
educational purposes the unique physical environment and
cultural heritage of Nantucket Island, Massachusetts. The Institute will function as an agency to coordinate existing educational programs and to work with cooperating institutions in
sponsoring new programs in continuing education, professional
development, technical training, and special projects of general
education. Nantucket, with an unusually rich architectural heritage and unique social history, has an outstanding record of
historic preservation reflected in the work of individuals, associations, and institutions. In 1970 the entire island of Nantucket was declared an historic district,
The University of Florida will serve as academic agent for
the Nantucket Institute. Each summer there will be programs
dealing with preservation, conservation, the creative arts, and the
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physical and social sciences. Four preservation courses currently
available at the University of Florida will be offered to students
from accredited schools of architecture, interior design, landscape
architecture, and urban design and planning. The purpose of
the first summer program schedule for 1972 is to allow pre-professional students to become familiar with historic preservation,
to learn techniques of historical research and documentation, and
to practice their specialization in the laboratory situation offered
by Nantucket. Paralleling this pre-professional program will be
a two-week workshop available to participants recruited from the
professional staffs of federal, state, and local agencies responsible
for nominations to the National Register and for developing
statewide plans and inventories. Professor F. Blair Reeves of the
College of Architecture and Fine Arts, University of Florida, is
coordinating the activities of the Nantucket Institute. Inquiries
and communications should be addressed to the Office of the
President, Nantucket Institute, Inc., Box 576, Nantucket, Mass.
12554.
American Association For State and Local History Awards
The American Association for State and Local History, at
its annual meeting in Portland, Oregon, September 13-14, 1971,
voted Certificates of Commendation to the Independent Life and
Accident Insurance Company of Jacksonville, to Dr. Donald W.
Curl, Department of History, Florida Atlantic University, and to
the University of Miami Press. Each year the Association recognizes state and local historical projects, agencies, organizations,
and publications in the United States and Canada which have
shown superior achievement and quality in advancing the cause
of state and local history. A Certificate was given to the Independent Life and Accident Insurance Company for “its sense
of public responsibility in restoring the nineteenth-century
Sanchez House in St. Augustine.” The property, constructed by
Francis X. Sanchez sometime after 1809, was purchased in 1968,
and after extensive renovation and refurnishing it was opened to
the public the following year. It operates as a free museum.
The house is in the Historical American Buildings Survey.
The award to Dr. Curl, a member of the board of directors
of the Florida Historical Society, was for his editing of the
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Charles Pierce manuscript, which was published by the University of Miami Press under the title Pioneer Life in Southeast
Florida. The University of Miami Press was also recognized because it published the book.
Gulf Coast History and Humanities Conference
The third annual Gulf Coast History and Humanities Conference was held in Pensacola on December 3-4, 1971. There was
also a workshop December 2 at the Hispanic Museum in the
Historic Pensacola district. Its theme was “Archeology and the
Historical Agency.” Reading papers for the workshop were Ross
Morrell (Florida Division of Archives, History, and Records), B.
Calvin Jones (Florida Division of Archives, History, and Records), John W. Griffin (Historic St. Augustine Preservation
Board), Carl Clausen (Florida Division. of Archives, History, and
Records), and Cary Carson (St. Mary’s City Commission and the
Smithsonian Institution). G. Norman Simons of the Pensacola
Historical Museum, and Earle W. Newton, Richard S. Hagen,
and Frank M. Turner, III, of the Historical Pensacola Preservation Board, presided at the worshop session.
The theme for this year’s conference was “The Americanization of the Gulf Coast, 1803-1850.” Reading papers were Bertram Wyatt-Brown (Case Western Reserve University), Robert
Brent (University of Southern Mississippi), James Pillar (Loyola
University at New Orleans), Clement Eaton (Old Dominion
University), Julia Smith (Georgia Southern College), Joseph G.
Tregle, Jr. (Louisiana State University in New Orleans), John
G. Clark (University of Kansas), Thomas Abernethy (University
of Virginia), Herbert J. Doherty, Jr. (University of Florida), and
Seymour Connor (Texas Tech. University). The conference was
sponsored by the University of West Florida, Lyceum Committee
of the University of West Florida, Pensacola Junior College,
Historic Pensacola Preservation Board, and the American Association for State and Local History. Administering the conference
were Ted Carageorge, William Coker, Earle Newton, James A.
Servies, Lucius F. Ellsworth, and Grace Earnest.
The 1969 and 1970 Gulf Coast Conferences were also held at
Pensacola, and the published proceedings of these are available
for sale from the John C. Pace Library, University of West
Florida, Pensacola 32504.
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Tequesta
The Historical Association of Southern Florida has reprinted
out-of-print issues of Tequesta. The first thirty issues are available in single copies or full sets. Single copies are $4.00; the set
of thirty is $100.00, with tax and mailing charges included.
Bound in buckram in six volumes, the price is $130.00. Address
orders and inquiries to Historical Association of Southern Florida, c/o Dr. Charlton W. Tebeau, 307 Aledo Avenue, Coral
Gables 33134.
Local Societies and Commissions
Alachua County Historical Society: James Bloodworth, president
of the Bradford County Historical Society, spoke at the October
meeting on the efforts of his own organization to find the remains
of Fort Harlee on the Santa Fe River. Historical data on
Newnansville is being gathered so that it can be recommended
to the National Register of Historic Places. The Society is also
cooperating with the Alachua County Historical Commission in
securing historical data for the placing of a marker on the Courthouse Square in Gainesville.
Historical Association of Southern Florida: John Harrison, president of the Association, participated in the groundbreaking ceremonies for the addition to the Museum of Science which will
have the Association’s library, historical museum, and business
offices. A program series was inaugurated in October with Dr.
Thelma Peters and Dr. Charlton W. Tebeau, both directors of
the Florida Historical Society, as co-chairmen. Lectures are in
the Museum of Science auditorium. Mrs. Arva Moore Parks spoke
in October on the topic “New Light On the Early History of
Coconut Grove.” In November Dr. Evelyn Thomas Helmick,
Department of English, University of Miami, discussed Zora Neal
Hurston, the Florida authoress and anthropologist. Dr. Donald
W. Curl of Florida Atlantic University described the architectural influences in South Florida at the December meeting.
Jacksonville Historical Society: “The Lighthouse by Eugenia
Price” was the title of the interpretative review presented at the
November 10 meeting of the Society. Mrs. Marian Conner was
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the speaker. The first prize in the history essay contest sponsored
by the Society was given to J. Atwater Jackson of Jacksonville
University. His subject was “How Jacksonville Built Road
Bridges.” The society’s recent gifts include photographs, commemorative first-day stamp covers, theatre programs, oil paintings, and a notebook describing Florida agricultural production,
1914-1917. The Society will sponsor an historical marker at
Miller’s Creek and Atlantic Boulevard during the Jacksonville
Sesquicentennial. Brigadier General Stoyte Ross is chairman of
the marker committee.
Orange County Historical Commission: The organization of a
corporation to raise funds for the construction of a historical
museum have begun. The museum will be on a site to be provided by the city or county. Recent gifts and acquisitions include
furniture, photographs, clothing, newspapers, and assorted memorabilia.
Peace River Valley Historical Society: Vernon Peeples of Punta
Gorda was the speaker at the October meeting of the Society.
He read his paper on early railroad operations in the valley between Bartow and Punta Gorda that was given at the annual
meeting of the Florida Historical Society. On November 14 a
memorial headstone was dedicated at the gravesite of James
Mitchell (Acrefoot) Johnson in the Kabrich Cemetery south of
Arcadia. The memorial address was delivered by United States
Senator Lawton M. Chiles, Jr. Mr. Johnson, a cross-country
walking mailman of the 1870s and 1880s, was one of the
Valley’s historic figures. He carried the mail between Fort
Meade and Fort Odgen, walking the sixty-five miles twice
weekly. Stephen M. Johnson of Arcadia, great-grandson of Mr.
Johnson, unveiled the monument.
Pensacola Historical Society: Charles Fairchild of the Fiesta of
Five Flags Committee discussed plans for the 1972 Fiesta at the
October meeting. Francis Taylor described the history of the
fishing industry in the Pensacola area at the November 15 meeting. Several new members have joined the Society, and it has received several gifts for its museum and library. The October
newsletter reprinted a letter written from Pensacola, October
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27, 1839, describing the final illness and death of the Reverend
Mr. Joseph H. Saunders, Rector of Christ Church, Pensacola.
The “History of Mardi-Gras in Pensacola, 1900-1930” has been
written by Mrs. William Fisher, III. It will be published in
the “Pensacola Historical Society Quarterly.”
Pinellas County Historical Commission: Upon the request of
Judge James R. Knott, former president of the Florida Historical
Society, a resolution was adopted October 20, 1971, reaffirming
the Commission’s sentiments for the restoration of the name
Cape Canaveral for that of Cape Kennedy. The Junior Service
League of Clearwater is again working at the historical museum,
and its members are setting up a country store. The annual
Christmas reception was held December 7.
Safety Harbor Area Historical Society: Captain Ray Robinson,
president of the Suncoast Archaeological Society, described the
Bay Pines dig at the October meeting. The Society’s annual
picnic was held at Phillipe Park, November 28, 1971. A large
contingent of students and teachers from Safety Harbor Elementary School visited the museum on September 28.
Santa Fe River Area Historical Society: Camp Kulaqua at High
Springs was the setting of the October 28 meeting of the Society.
Working with the Alachua County Historical Society and the
Florida Division of Archives, History, and Records, efforts are
being made to add the Newnansville site to the National Register for Historic Places. The Bellamy Road will also be recommended to the National Register. Research data is being collected by Arthur Spencer and his committee.
St. Petersburg Historical Society: “Sea Breeze” in its new format
is being distributed monthly to the membership. Dr. Lyman
Warren and his fellow archaeologists axe arranging a display
of the artifacts dug up from the Bay Pines site for the museum.
William M. Goza of Clearwater has resigned as president of the
Society, and Martha Golub will serve until election of new
officers in January 1972.
Southern Genealogist Exchange Society: The eighth annual
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workshop of the Society was held in Jacksonville, October 21-23.
Senator Robert Williams and Edward N. Johnson, Division of
Archives, History, and Records, Tallahassee, were on the program.
Tarpon Springs Historical Society: On November 14, 1971, the
Society held its annual Remembrance Tea at the Youth Center
in Tarpon Springs. There was a display of books, pictures, and
historic memorabilia. Tom Craig was master of ceremonies. The
Society has received as a gift a number of historical pictures of
the area.
Florida Bicentennial History Symposium
The American Revolution Bicentennial Commission of Florida in cooperation with the University of Florida’s Department
of History will sponsor a symposium at the University, May 1820, 1972. The theme will be “Eighteenth-Century Florida and
its Borderlands.” This is the first of five planned historical
meetings to be sponsored by the Commission in connection with
Florida Bicentennial activities. Among those reading papers at
the May 1972 meeting will be Professors Helen Hornbeck Tanner, University of Michigan; John TePaske, Duke University;
Robert R. Rea, Auburn University; and Louis De Vorsey, Jr.,
University of Georgia. All sessions will be open to the public.
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